THE 


CATECHIS 
9 


An Inquiry into the Doctrine of the 
Sͤcriptures, concerning the ONLY TRUE. 
GOD and Object of Religious Worſhip. 


In TWO PARTS * 


T : 


By THEOPHILUS LINDSEY, A.M. 


2 ů 


— e of receiving the word of God, they fe 
themſehves againfl it, without alleging any ather excuſe» 
than the length of time wherein they have continued in 
' their errors ; as if there were any preſcription of time 
| againſt nin, who made the world and ages, and t#whous 
|  allthings are preſent. 
| Brandt's Hiſt. of the Reform. in the Low- 

4 Countries, Anno 1 565, vol. 1. p. 159, NF 


E ON D GO N: 


K 
Printed for J. Jon uso, No. 72, St. Paul's Church» 
Yard, 178. 


Advertiſement. 


F* is for the moſt part taken for 

granted, in theſes InqQuiR1Es, that 
there is ſufficient ſatigfactory evidence for 
the facts related in the Old and New 
Teflament. Of the latter, Dr. Lard- 
ners great wort, The Credibility of 
the Goſpel Hiſtory,” and bis ** Jewiſh 
and Heathen Teſtimonies to the Truth 
of the Chriſtian Religion,” will enable 
thoſe to judge, who have not -leiſure or 
learning to conſult ancient authors for 
themſelves. And the divine revelations 
recorded in the books of the Old Teftament, 
and the facts connected with them, beſides 
their own independent evidence, on which: 
they fland, have great additional weight, 
and full confirmation given them, to the 
chriſtian, by their having been ſeriouſly 
believed and received by Teſus and bis 
apoſiles, bo continually refer and appeal 
go theſe books, and to the divine authority 
of Moſes and the prophets. 
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To the CurISTIAN READER. 


Lmoſt 1800 years are paſt ſince 
Jeſus Chriſt, our Lord and Maſter, 
received a divine commiſſion, and by 
the powers intruſted a with him im- 
A 2 parted 


(a) It was after praver to God for his direction 
and aſſiſtance, that Jeſus: choſe his 12 diſciples. 
Luke vi. 12. 13. Acts i. 2. This laſt ſhould he 
tranſlated —after he had given commandment to the 
apoſtles, iubam he had chaſen by the holy Spirit. (See 
Dr. Benſon's Hiſtory, &c. of the chriſtian re- 
ligion, Vol. I. p. 13. 14.) Upon this paſſage Bp. 
Pearce has this honeſt note; for he never had 
any reſerves in ſpeaking what app-ared to him to 
de the truth. Jeſus is every where almoſt re- 
preſented as acting and ſpeaking by the ſpirit cf 
God, which (as John ſays in ch. iii. 34.) was not 
given Ly meaſure unte him. One wonders the good 

Bithop 
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parted the fame to certain men /a} his 
apoſtles, to teach the knowlege of the 
only b true God, the Father, and the 
way to eternal life. - Theſe apoſtles and 
meſſengers of the moſt high God were 
laborious in fulfilling their great truſt, by 
their travels and preaching in moſt parts 
of the then known world, and by their 
writings which they left behind then, 
and which ſtill remain; and great ſuc- 
ceſs attended their labours. But the 
doctrine of the Divine Unity began to 
be corrupted very ſoon by heathen inven- 

tions: 


Biſhop ſhould ſtop here, and not ſee, that he could 
be none other but a creature who was thus under 
he centin:!a! guidance of God. 

(a) John xvii. 18. As thou ( Father, ) hafl ſent 
ro into te wild, even jo have Ia jert them into the 
20 2 bete here, that in our Saviour's ac- 
count, aud by his own interpretation, #2 be ſent in- 
7a the ibi does not ſignify coming immediately 
from God and another world, into this; but it 
ſirniſies che rcvelving of a divine commiſſion as a 
p:ophet or teucher; and nothing more. For Chriſt 
applies“ here the farce phraſe of being ſent into the 
world, to his choſen diſciples, as to himſelf. 

(% — xvii. 1, 3. O Father ! this is [fe eternal, to 
usr Tee, the only true Gai, and Jeſus Chrift, whom 
Theu hajt ſent; or te &:0w, Fejus whom thau hajt 
wot, ta be the Cirit; or aT&SuUMtS, IyTour, Kew or? 
as this laſt clauſe may more juſtly be tranſlated. 
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tions: and the greater part of chriſtians 
have now for many ages acknow- 
leged and worſhiped two other perfons 
as gods equal to the Father who 1s 
God alone blefied for ever; by which 
Jews, Mahometans, ans ſerious Deiit- 
have been rendered averſe to the goipe!, 
and its firſt divine teachers diſcredited, as 
if they either did not underſtand this 
prime capital article of all true religlen, 
or did not expreſs themſelves cleariy 
and properly about it. | 

A 3 This 


The following remark of our countrymarn 
Mr. John Biddle, M. A. of the univerſity of Ox- 
ford, a perſon of eminent learning and piety, writ- 
ten near 140 years ago, merits more attention 
than hath hitherto been paid it, as do all his va- 
Juable works: Though Luther and Calvin, 
faith he, deſerve much praiſe for the pains they 
took in cleanſing our religion from fundry ido- 
latrous pollutions of the roman Antichriſt, yet 
are the dregs ſtill left behind: I mean the groſs 
opinion touching three perſons in one God. Which 
error not only made way for thoſe pollutions, but 
lying at the bottom, corrupteth almoſt our whole 
religion. For firſt, it introduceth three Gods, and 
ſo ſubverteth the Unity of God, ſo frequently in- 
culcated in the ſcripture. Neither is it enough 
for the ſalving this abſurdity, to ſay with Athana- 
ſius, that though the Father be Ged, the Son Cad, and 
the 
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This little book propoſeth to re- 
move this unjuſt aſperſion thrown upon 
the goſpel; and to ſhew, by plain and 
eaſy deductions from the ſcriptures, that 
Jeſus and his apoſtles knew no other 
God, but the Father; and alſo, that 
they never taught that there was any 
other Being or Perſon, to whom we 
were to offer up our prayers, but this 
heavenly Father of Jeſus, and of us 
all. And it cannot but be defireable 
for us, to be aſſured, upon the beſt | 
grounds, who is the God that made 
us, and to whom we are to direct our 
prayers. : 

Errors ſo deeply rooted, and of ſuch 
long ſtanding, as thoſe which are here 
oppoſed, cannot be expected to be relin- 
quithed all at once. But upon the young 
and unprejudiced, it may be hoped that 
the plain arguments of ſcripture, and 

ſtrong 


the holy Spirit Gad; yet there are not three Gods but 
one (rod. For who is there, if at leaſt he dare make 
uſe of reaſon in his religion, who ſe=th not that 
this is as ridiculous, as if one ſhould fay, Peter 
is an apoſtle, James an apoſtle, Fohn an apoſtle ; yet 
are not three apoſtles, but one apoſtle. &c.“ 

A Confeſhon of Faith touching the Hol 

Trinity. Preface, London, 1648. 
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ſtrong repeated declarations of Chriſt and 
His apoſtles, will not be wholly loſt. 
I then, by what is here delivered 
from the authority of the acknowleged 
word of God, you ſhall perceive and 
learn, that you have been hitherto all 
your life worſhiping thoſe that are 
no gods, and who cannot hear, or help 
you : the uſe that you are bound to 
make of it is, henceforth to worſhip 
and pray to God, the Father only, in 
your public as well as private devotions; 
and to render to the bleſſed Jeſus, all 
the reverence, love, and honour, due 
to him, and eſpecially that obedience to 
the precepts of the goſpel which he 
{a} required from all his followers ; 
but at the ſame time to remember, 
that piety and virtue are above all know- 
lege; and that it is not ſo much by 
our zeal for any doctrines, however im- 
portant, as by our love to %% our breth- 
ren of mankind, that we are to approve 
ourſelves Chriſt's true diſciples. 
A 4 It 
(a) John xiv. 15. F ye love me, keep my com- 


mandments. N. B. He never commanded men to 
worſhip himſelf. 


(.) By this fball all men lnoxw that ye are my dif- 
ciples, if ye have He one to another. John xili. 35. 
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It is an advantage not ſufficiently 
ralued which we reap from the ſacred 
writings, that we are therein aſſured 
by indubitable divine authority, that 
there 13 a Being of infinite wiſdom, 
power, and goodneſs at the head of all 
things, who claims the devout homage, 

love, and confidence of his creatures. 
For want of ſuch written authentic 
monuments of this great truth as are con- 
rained in he Bible, we ſee in what dark - 
neſs and ignorance the different nations 
of the earth were involved in antient 
times. If ſome few individuals amongſt 
them were more enlightened, (as to the 
rational inquiring a/ mind the exiſt- 
ence of a ſirſt cauſe of all things 
| wile 


— 


(a) * The plain argument for the exiſtence of 
the Deity obvious to all, and carrying irreſiſtible 
conviction with it, ariſes from the evident con- 
trivance and fitneſs of things for one another, 
which we meet with throughout all the parts of 
the univerſe. There is no need of nice or ſubtle 
reaſonings in this matter: a manifeſt contrivance 
immediately ſuggeſt a contriver.— The admirable 
and beautiful ſtructure of things for final cauſes 
exalts our idea of the Cantriuer the unity of the 
deſ.gn ſhews him to be One.” &c. Aaclaurin's 
Account of Sir Iſaac Newton's Philaſophical Diſ- 
coveries, & vo. p 409%. 
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wiſe and good is legible in the great 
Bible of the univerſe in the brighteſt 
characters ;) their knowlege was of 
little ſervice to others. They them- 
ſelves joined and encouraged the people 
in the worſhip of their falſe gods, whom 
they derided in private among their ſe- 
le& friends; but had not the virtue or 
courage to ſpeak aloud. 

In our own times, among thoſe who 
rejet the ſcriptures, we rarely mect 
with any practical regards towards God, 
or worſhip of Him. Some are found to 
entertain gloomy doubts of the exiſtence 
of a creating and governing Mind ; 
whilſt others, beſet with dark and nar- 
row prejudices, take upon them to call 
in queſtion the goodneſs of the bene- 
volent Parent of all, and will not allow 

the world to be fo well made, or its in- 

habitants fo happy as they ought to be. 
That there ſhould have been and ſub- 
fiſted ſo long ſuch a ſtrange confuſed miſ- 
conception concerning the Deity among 
chriſtians; that HE is not one Perſon, 
one ſingle. intelligent Agent, but three 
Perſons, three intelligent Agents: has 
A 5 not 
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not been owing to Divine Revelation, or 
any obſcurity or heſitation in it about 
this point. For that there is one all- per- 
fect Being, the father, creator, gover- 
nor and preſerver of the univerſe, is not 
a point ſo difficult of comprehenſion, 
but that the commoneſt underſtanding 
might fee and retain it, when made 
known, as it is made known in the 
books of Moſes and the hebrew pro- 
phets. This is apparent in fact — 
the hiſtory of the Iſraelites, to whom 
this knowlege of the Divine Unity was 
revealed by God himſelf, and who 
have ever fince adhered to it. Even in 
their temporary deviations into the 
idolatry of the neighbouring nations, it 
is allowed that they ſtill retained the 
ſole ſupremacy of Jehovah. * But ſince 
their return from the Babylonian cap- 
tivity, for more than two/” thouſand 
years, they have never departed from the 
Unitarian doctrine, which Moſes their 
divine lawgiver delivered to them : and 
from him Mahomet borrowtd it. So 
that it is from this original divine re- 
velation, that the Mahometans in' Eu- 

25 rope 
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rope, and all over the eaſt, are Unita- 


rians, believers in, and worſhipers of 
the one only true God, and creator of 
all things. 

Nor would there have been fo early 
and laſting a defection from the know- 
lege and worſhip of the one true God, 
the Father, among chriſtians, who to- 
gether with their own receive alſo the 
hebrew ſcriptures as of divine autho- 
rity, if philoſophy had not at a very 
early period obtruded upon them its. 
vain dreams and fanciful ſpeculations 
concerning the nature of the Firſt 
Cauſe of all things and the manner of 
his operations, and thereby given. birth. 
to thoſe twofold and threefold diviſions 

f the Deity, borrowed from the eaſtern 
s and from Plato: which in no 
ſmall time darkened and nearly extin- 
guiſhed the ſcriptural doctrine of the uni- 
ty of God, and brought into the church 
the direct polytheiſm of three Perſons, 
three diſtinct and equal Gods; and this 
made way for that multitude of inferior 
deities, called faints, dead men and wo- 
men, male and female, whoſe worſhip 
A 6 18 


xii -PREF ACE. 


is kept up in many chriſtian countries, 
even to this day. 

It is by availing himſelf of the weak- 
neſs and prejudices of theſe firſt chriſtians 
and followers of Plato, that Mr. Gibbon 
endeavours to demoliſh the whole fabric 
of the goſpel at once, in the ſecond volume 
of his“ Hiſtory of the decline and fall 
of the Roman Empire.” After having 
touched with no ordinary hand the cha- 
racer of this father of the Academy and 
the ſtile of his philoſophy concerning 
the Deity, and ſhewn how he loſt him- 
ſelf by diving too deep into the unfa- 
thomable myſteries of the Divine eſ- 
fence ; he thus proceeds : 

„The theology of Plato (vol. ii. 
p. 240.) might have been for ever con- 
founded with the philoſophical viſions of 
the Academy, the Porch, and the Ly- 
cæum, if the name and divine attributes 
of the Logos had not been confirmed by 
the celeſtial pen of the laſt and moſt ſub- 
lime of the evangeliſts. The chriſtian re- 
velation, which was conſummated under 
the reign of Nerva, diſcloſed to the world 
the amazing ſecret, that the Logos, who 
was with God from the begining, and 

Was 
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was God, who had made all things, 
and for whom all things had been made, 
was incarnate in the perſon of Jeſus of 
Nazareth; who had been born of a virgin, 
and ſuffered death on the croſs.” 

Leſt it ſhould not be ſufficiently attend- 
ed to, that Plato, as our author ſoon after 
expreſſes himſelf, p. 242. had marvel- 
louſly anticipated one of the moſt ſurprif- 
ing diſcoveries of the chriſtian revela- 
tion,” he 1s diligent to mark it alſo in the 
margin of his work, that it may take 
the eye of the moſt curſory reader. For, 
from p. 237 to 240, you trace as follows; 
The ſyſtem of Plato before Chriſt 360. 
„The Logos taught in the ſchool of 
« Alexandria before Chriſt 300.“ (copied 
by a Jew into one of their apocryphal 
books called the Wiſdom of Solomon) 
“ Before Chriſt 100. Revealed by the 
t apoſtle John, A. D. 97.” So that ac- 
cording to this notation and computation 
of Mr. Gibbon, the principal fecret of the 
goſgel was known to and publiſhed by the 
Athenian philoſopher exactly 457 years 
before it was revealed by St. John, and 
therefore any extraordinary interpeſition 
from heaven in favour of it might well 


have been ſpared. But 
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But we ſhall eaſily get clear of theſe con- 
ſequences in which Mr. Gibbon would 
involve us, if it can be made to appear, 
that St. John is very far from teaching 
any thing like Plato's doctrine in the be- 
gining of his goſpel; that he therein 
makes no new diſcoveries, nor advances 
any thing different from what is found 
in the other evangeliſts and apoſtles wh 
wrote before him; and moreover that 
the date of his goſpel is probably much 
miſtaken by our hiſtorian. 

It muſt be owned that ſome of the 
early Fathers, as they are called, who 
St. Jobs ber- were Platoniſts, and other 
rows nothing Chriſtian writers ſince, who 


From Plato. have copied after them, have 
given into the notion, in which Mr. 
Gibbon triumphs ſo much, that the 
Word, Logos, in the begining of the 
goſpel of St. John, is Plato's Logos, a 
ſecond 


of his invention. But the 
diſciple of Moſes and favourite of Jeſus 
could never promulgate any ſuch poly- 
theiſtical doctrine ; and if he wrote up- 
on the ſubje&t muſt directly confute it, 

| as he really has done in this very place. 
1 For 


—_ 
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For in truth, the apoſtle John makes 


no new revelation here of any thing diſ- 
covered particularly to himſelf, tells 
nothing but what had always been pro- 
feſſed and taught by the other apoſtles, 
nothing but what the meaneſt chriſtian, 
who knew any thing of his religion, was 
from the firſt acquainted with. In ſhort, 
the whole ſecret of this prefatory part 
of his work is, to declare in general 
the divine origin of the goſpel ; that 
by the mighty Word, or the Wiſdom 
of God (which is the ſame as God 
himſelf) all things whatſoever were 
made: that from this Word or Wiſdom of 
God came all the Iigbt or knowlege 
of the way to the divine favour and fu- 
ture happineſs, that had been at various 
times communicated to mankind ; but 
above all that which was revealed by 
Jeſus Chriſt : in whom this Ford or 
Wiſdom of God dwelt, that is, diſ- 
played itſelf in the moſt eminent man- 
ner, for the benefit and inſtruction 
of mankind. I truſt, that in ſome few 
of the following /a pages, this is 
proved to be the defign of the apoſtle ſo 

| directly 


(a) See Inquiry viii. p. 39. 
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directly and evidently from the ſacred 
writings, which are their own beſt in- 
terpreters, that I ſhould hope we may 
lay afide Plato's doctrine for the future, 
and clear our apoſtle from the aſper- 
ſion of being a plagiary, and ſtealin 
the chief myſtery of his golpel from — 
philoſopher. 
Our hiſtorian follows many ancient 
and modern Divines, when he aſſerts 
that St. John wrote his goſ- 
EW pel fo late as the 8 
John's geſ- Nerva, A. D. 97. But this 
* has been a point by no means 
univerſally acceded to by chriſtian cri- 
tics. To name no other, Dr. Lardner, 
with that diſcernment, caution, and in- 
tegrity that diſtinguiſh the true critic, 
and with all the learning and informa- 
tion neceflary on the ſubject, has evinc- 
ed the high probability of St. John 
having pen'd his goſpel a little before 
the deſtruction of ſeruſalem, that is, 
about thirty years before the date which 
Mr. Gibbon aſcribes to it. And few, 
I ſhould ſuppoſe, will be of a contrary 
ſentiment, who will take the trouble 
to examine his arguments. 
| . Chriſtian 
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Chriſtian writers who maintain that St. 
John in the preface to his goſpel teaches 
a different doctrine from the other evan- 
geliſts and apoſtles, and a doctrine of the 
firſt importance, do not attend to the 
difficulties in which they entangle them- 
ſelves, and which Mr. Gibbon is not 
ſtudious to diminiſh. Forit would then 
follow that the chief doctrine of the goſ- 
pel was not revealed 'till all its divinely 
authoriſed preachers fave one were dead: 
for we have no ground to think any of 
them but St. John were alive A. D. 97; 
which would make the other apoſtles to 
have preached all their lives without 
knowing, or at leaſt without revealing 
the moſt important part of the goſpel. 
But the contrary has been juſt now 
ſhewn, that St. John differs not in any 
point of revealed doctrine from the 
other writers of the New Teſtament. 

It is not difficult for an attentive pe- 
ruſer of Mr. Gibbon's work to perceive 
The chief deſign that the main deſign he 
of Ar. Gibbon's has in view is to fink the 
£i1ftory. credit of the Divine Reve- 
lation, which we believe to be com- 
prized in the books of the Old and New 

Teſtament. 
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Teſtament. And ſurely if he thinks 
its miraculous hiſtories to be fabulous, 
as he ſeems to do, no one can blame 
him, he is rather to be commended for 
trying to expoſe them to that neglect 
and contempt which in that caſe they 
would well deſerve. Real chriſtianity can 
never ſuffer from ſuch inquiries ; as it 
loves and invites fair diſcuſſion. But it 
ſeems to be not quite ſo ingenuous and 
candid, as it may deceive and put unwary 
readers off their guard, that our hiſtorian 
ſhould perſonate the real chriſtian at 
the very time that he is undermining 
the ſyſtem. For, in the firſt volume 
of his Hiſtory, p. 450. when he begins 
more particularly to treat of what 
relates to chriſtians, he makes this 
opening ; © Our curioſity is naturally 
„ prompted to inquire by what means 
* the chriſtian faith obtained ſo remark- 
able a victory over the eſtabliſhed reli- 
« pions of the earth. To this inquiry 
an obvious but fatisfaftory anſwer 
may be returned; hat it was owing f 
the convincing evidence of the dofFrine 
it elf, and to the ruling providence of its 
% great Author.” It is not eaſy to 

imagine 
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imagine that the writer of this — 
. ſhould be any other "\ a 
fincere believer of the goſpel. And 
yet in the very next ſentence, he begins 
a long diſquiſition, the moſt laboured 
of his work, in which he ſtrives to 
prove that the chriſtian religion might 
grow up and become eſtabliſhed in the 
world, in the degree and to the extent 
it has been, by natural means, without 
any extraordinary interpoſition in its 
favour : from which it would follow, 
that the goſpel is the mere creature 
and effect of human policy and con- 
trivance. In this attempt Mr. Gibbon 
exerts his whole ſtrength, which is not 
ſmall or contemptible; calls in the aid 
of all the ancient and modern enemies 
to the chriſtian name; but moſt avails 
himſelf of the ignorance, follies, and 
indiſcretions of its injudicious friends, 
labouring at the fame time to deſtroy 
the foundation of the jewiſh as well as 
the chriſtian revelation : for he well 
diſcerns that they muſt both ſtand or 
fall together. | 
In his ſecond volume, where he re- 
ſumes his account of chriſtianity, in de- 
ſcanting 
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ſcanting on the firſt chriſtian emperor's 
inducements to embrace it, he thus ex- 
preſſes himſelf, p. 186. The par- 
tial and increaſing favour of Con- 
ſtantine may naturally be referred to 
the eſteem he entertained for the 
© moral character of the chriſtians ; 
„ and to a perſuaſion that the propa- 
gation of the goſpel would increaſe 
* the practice of private and public 
« virtue.“ And a little lower---** A 
«« prudent magiſtzate might obſerve 
« with pleaſure the progreſs of a re- 
« ligion which diffuſed among the 
« people a pure, benevolent, and uni- 
«« verſal ſyſtem of ethics, adapted to 
% every duty, and every condition of 
life, recommended as the will and 
„ reaſon of the Supreme Deity, and 
* enforced by the ſanction of eternal 
« rewards and puniſhments.” An or- 
dinary unſuſpecting reader would con- 
clude from this high panegyric, that Mr. 
Gibbon held the chriſtian religion to 
be the greateſt bleſſing to mankind. 
Nevertheleſs it is inſtantly followed by a 
ſtudied picture and repreſentation of it 
which is quite the reverſe, and which 

continues 
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continues to, be exhibited throughout 
his whole work, when any thing reſpect- 
ing chriſtians and their religion comes 
before him. The principles and practice 
of the moſt corrupt times of Conſtantine, 
when inſtead of the world coming over to 
the church, the church was brought over 
and converted to the world ; are gravely 
related as the genuine effects of the 
goſpel. One would imagine from our 
author's deſcription, that Pandora's box 
was opened again, and all kinds of 
evils and miſchiefs and irreconcileable 
enmities had jiſſued out of it, and in- 
fected the earth, when ckriſtianity came 
into it. But abatements wiil be made 
by the intelligent reader where there 
is ſo viſible a bias one way, and the 
judgment perverted as an author's 
neceſſarily muſt be by looking only on 
the dark fide of things. And betides, 
hiſtory has to do only with the moſt 
ſtriking events, and the moſt forward 
active characters, which are not always 
the beſt; and our hiſtorian would not 
be likely to go out of his road to de- 
{crive the ſilent unnoticed effects of the 
goſpel, in the private walks of life, in 


promoting 
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pr moting virtue and happineſs, which 
ave always diſtinguiſhed it with ad- 
vantage from heatheniſm in all times, 
and at its worſt periods. 

Wit and irony on ſerious ſubjects may 
leaſe thoughtleſs uninquiring minds ; 
ut the truth of Divine revelation reſts 

on too ſolid a foundation to be ſhaken 
by ſuch efforts. So ſtrong is the direct 
and poſitive evidence for the goſpel, that 
it can be overlooked and reſiſted only 
by a total indolence, invincible preju- 
dice, or an univerſal ſcepticiſm: diſeaſes 
theſe alas! too common in our days, 
but for which the moſt palpable demon- 
ſtration is no cure. Mr. Gibbon ex- | 
hibits a fingular phenomenon in his | 
own perſon as a writer; viz. a grave pro- 
feſſed hiſtorian, whoſe character ſhould 
be that of the moſt perfect impartiality, 
wearing a maſk, and away wo Jars real 
ſentiments, that he may have the better 


opportunity to put on his own colour- 
ing, whenever he has occaſion to treat of 
chriſtians and their religion. This is a 
circumſtance which in any other caſe 
would create a ſuſpicion of difingenuous 
dealing and the undue prejudices of a par- 


ty. 
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ty. We may venture however to pro- 
nounce, that chriſtianity will owe great 
obligations to our ingenious author, 
though it was much beſide his intention 
to ſerve it. For from the attention to the 
ſubje& which has been excited by his 
writings, and the replies already given to 
ſome of the dithcultics ſtarted by him, it 
is eaſy to ſee that the divine truth of 
the goſpel will be promoted by the ob- 
jections he has made to it, as it has 
been by all that have been made, from 
Celſus's /a time down to our own. 
And I am perſuaded all of them will be 
found equally void of reaſon as his in- 
finuation which gave occaſion to theſe 
remarks; viz. that the chief doctrine of 
St. John's goſpel and of the chriſtian 
revelation is nothing more than a bor. 
rowed fragment of Plato's philoſophy. 
(«) This able and acute adverſary of chriſtianity 
flouriſhed not more than 70 years after the death 
of St. John. Whoever will take the trouble to 


ſee the proofs that he has furniſhed in its defence 
whilft oppoſing it, as they are admirably deduced 
and drawn out by Dr. Lardner, (“ Heathen and 
Jewiſh Teſtimonies &c.” Vol. ii. ch. 18.) will at 
the ſame time ſee the fallacy and untruth of many 
things advanced againſt it by Mr. Gibbon, 


END OF THE PREFACE, 
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Page 15, line 4, after the jervs add in his time. 
41, line 6, fromthe bottom for putiry read purity, 


47, note (c after 25, add, Script. oct. &c. 
. I 69. N. B. Our Saviour's common way 
of ſpeaking of himſelf, and ſignifying who 
he was, is either, Sor of Man; or, bin: 
at bom the Father hath ſent ; that is, the 
Father's ſervant, his meſſenger. | 
ib. note, for lii, 11. read liii. 1 1. 
102, line 14, for is net, read it is not. 
108, line 13, from the top, dele 55. 
120, note, for zn Jeſus, read to Jeſus. 
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CATECHIST: 


Oz, An Inquity INTO THE DOCTRINE OF 
THE SCRIPTURES, CONCERNING THE ONLY 
TRUE Gon. 


INQUIRY I. 


Concerning Jeſus Chriſt, and his aut bo- 
rity as @ Divine Teacher. 


I Have often been defirous of meet- 
ing you at ſome ſuch convenient 
ſeaſon of leiſure as the preſent, ſaid 
Euſebes to Artemon, that I might have 
the benefit of your friendly aſſiſtance in 
coming to a full and final determination 
of mind concerning the God whom we 
chriſtians profeſs to worſhip. .For I 
have been long diſſatisfied with many 
things taught me in my youth upon the 
ſubject, which are made a part of belief 
B neceſſary 
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neceſſary to ſalvation in the chriſtian 
ſociety of which I am a member, and 


much of the public worſhip of the con- 


gregation grounded upon them. I find 
no ſufficient foundation in the ſcriptures 
for ſuch opinions and practice, yet am 
unable to confute ſome of thoſe argu- 
ments which are brought for their ſup- 
port. And though I have taken ſome 
pains in ſtudying thoſe ſacred records, 
as becometh every one, I know you to 
have been more converſant in them, 
and with greater advantages and abili- 
ties: I therefore defire you will give 
me leave to propoſe my queſtions and 
difficulties to you, and to bear with me, 
though I ſhould ſometimes appear too 
minute and tedious. 

I cannot but approve your deſign, re- 
2 Artemon to Euſebes; and ſhall be 
appy to give ydu any aſſiſtance in my 
power to forward it. For it muſt be a 
moſt anxious ſtate to a good mind to 
fluctuate in uncertainty about ſuch an 
important point in morals and religion. 
And next to the care of doing nothing 
contrary to conſcience, or the inward 
ſenſe and judgment of our own minds, 

accord- 
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according to the knowlege we already 


have; you cannot be employed on 
a ſubject more neceſſary or uſeful, 
an in ſearching the ſcriptures to 
know the firſt great cauſe and author 
of all things, on whom we abſolutely 
depend for ever. Right or wrong 
opinions of the Deity unavoidably 
influence and form our temper and 
conduct, and conſequently our happi- 
neſs. And it 1s the duty of all to re- 
view the principles and opinions inſtilled 
into them in their tender age, by the 
authority of thoſe to whoſe care they 
were entruſted by divine providence, that 
they may not remain always children : 
and every religious opinion and practice 
is to be brought to the teſt a/ of God's 
B 2 word, 


(a) The authority of Emperors, Kings, and 
Princes, is human. The authority of Councils, 
Synods, Biſhops, and Preſbyters, i is human. The 
authority of the Prophets is divine and compre- 
hending the ſum of religion, reckoning Moſes and 
the Apoſtles among the Prophets; and if an angel 
frem heaven preach © any «ther goſpel, than what they 
have delivered, let him be anathema ;” i. e. publicly 
* by the chriſtian ſociety. Gal. 1. 8. 

Sir 1 aac Newton's Obſe. vations on the 


Prophecies of Daniel. p. 14. 
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word, and to be retained or rejected as 
found to accord or diſagree with it. 
With your leave then, ſaid Euſebes, 
I ſhall enter upon my taſk. And be- 
cauſe Jeſus Chriſt is held forth as God, 
even the moſt high God, in the church 
I belong to; and ſo far as I am ac- 
quainted, in all the public national 
churches of the world : that I may at- 
tain full fatisfaftion, who he was, and 
what was his true character, and that our 
inquiry may proceed in ſome order, I 
ſhall defire you to inform me, firſt of all ; 
how we may be affured that there was 
ſuch a perſon as /a Jeſus Chriſt, who 
was born 1780 years ago, at Bethlehem 
in Judea ; but was bred up and had his 
chief abode at Nazareth in Galilee ? 
A. It is in the ſame way that we 
know that there were ſuch men as Pom- 
pey the great, and Julius Cæſar, who 
lived a little before that period ; name- 
ly, from the hiſtory and accounts given 
by perſons of veracity, who lived and 
converſed with Jeſus, and wrote from 


their 


(a) Ye are built upon th e foundation of the apoſtles 
end prophets, Feſus Ch emer El ae 
corner- lone. Ephel. ii. 8. 
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their own knowlege concerning him ; 
whoſe writings have been preſerved and 
faithfully handed down from that time 
to the preſent. 

E. Do any heathen writers make 
mention of Chriſt, and of the time in 
which he lived ? 

A. Tacitus, a roman hiſtorian of 
rank, and in deſerved eſteem, who lived 


near the time, after mentioning the 


wanton burning of Rome by the em- 
peror Nero, and his endeavours to 
ſcreen himſelf from the infamy of it, 
by unjuſtly accufing the chriſtians, and 
condemning great numbers of them 
to the moſt cruel] ſufferings for it; 
takes the opportunity, in that port of 
his hiſtory, to inform his readers, that 
* theſe chriſtians a/ had their name 
from Chriſt, who was put to death as 
a malefactor, in the reign of Tiberius, 
by Pontius Pilate, procurator of Judea.” 
This hiſtorian ſpeaks in general terms 
of the crimes of chriſtians, and par- 

B 3 ticularly 


(a) Auctor nominis ejus CyrisTus, qui, Ti- 
berio imperante, per procuratorem Pontium Pila- 
tum, ſupplicio affectus erat. Annal. I. xv. c. 44. 
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ticularly of their hoſtile enmity to all 
mankind. But this language, in the 
mouth of a heathen idolater, ſuch as 
he was, meant nothing more than the 
chriſtians contempt of their falſe Gods, 
and neglect of their worſhip. 

B. What evidence have we that this 
ſame Jeſus of Nazareth was a teacher 
with authority from God ? 

A. This was evinced, 1ſt. by the mi- 
racies which he wrought, and alledged as 
a proof of his being ſent in that character 
from God: Then came the Fews round 
about him, and ſaid unto bim; how long 
aeſi thou make us to doubt? If thou be 
the Chriſt, tell us plainly. TFeſus an- 
ſwered them, I told you, and ye believed 
not : the works that I do in my Father's 
name, they bear witneſs of me. John x. 
24, 25. Nicodemus ſaid unto Teſus ; 
Rabbi, we know that thou art a teacher 
come from God : for no man can do theſe 
miracles that thou doſt, except God be 
with Bim. iii. 2: and 2dly, by the pro- 
phecies fulfilled in his perſon : Had ye be- 
lieved Moſes, ye would have believed me: 
for be wrote of me. But if ye believe 

no? 


The CATECHIST. 7 


not his writings, how ſhall ye believe my 
ware. ? v. 46, 47. 

E. What obligation is there upon us 
to obey this divine teacher ? | 

A. Jeſus continually declared that he 
came and acted by the authority of God, 
and that all mankind were to attend to 
and obey him. His diſcourſes with the 
Jews, recorded by the evangeliſt St. 
2 particularly abound with his ſay- 

ings of this kind. Alſo at the baptiſm 
of Jeſus, and upon another ſolemn oc- 
caſion afterwards, Almighty God, by a 
voice from heaven proclaimed ; * This 
is my beloved Son, in whom I am well 
pleaſed : hear ye bim. Matt. iii. 17. 
xvii. 5. And the apoſtle Peter brings 
this divine command to hear Jeſus home 
to us, who are of the gentiles, in his 
ſecond epiſtle, written to gentile chriſ- 
tians, where he ſays; We have not fol- 
lowed cunningly deviſed fables, when we 
made known unto you the power and 
coming of our Lord TFeſus Chriſt, but 
were eye witneſſes of his majeſty. For he 
recerved from God, the Father, honour 
and glory, when there came ſuch a voice 
ta bim from the excellent glory; this is my 

B 4 beloved 
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beloved Son, in whom 1 am well pleaſed. | 


And this voice, which came from beaven, 
we beard, when we were with him in tht 
mount. 2 Peter. i. 16, 17, 18. 


INQUIRY Il. 


Wether Feſus Chriſt taught the ſame 
God as Moſes. 


E. I Should be glad to know if Chriſt 
inſtructed the people of the Jews, 

to whom he was immediately ſent, in 

the knowlege of the one true God ? 

A. No: he never ſet himfelf ex- 
preſsly to do this: but as they had been 
taught it by Moſes their divine lawgiver 
before him, he contented himſelf with 
referring them to him. 7a f 

E. In 


(a) When our Saviour's apoſtles preached the 
goſpel to the heathens, worſhipers of many falſe 


deities, they always began with teaching them the | 


Divine Unity. Acts. xvii. 2, 24, 31, XIV. 15. 
With the Jews, the method of our Saviour and h:s 
apoſtles was, to prove, that Jeſus was the Chriſt, 
the Meſſiah; i. e. their great expected prophet, 
and promiſed meſſenger of Jehovah, the moſt high 
God, the God of their fathers. 
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E. In what manner then I pray, did 
Moſes teach this important doctrine ? 

A. The firſt commandment which 
God gave to the Iſraelites by him, is in 
theſe terms: (Exod. xx. 2, 3) I am the 
LORD thy God — thou ſhalt have no 
other gods before ME, or, in my pre- 
ſence. Whoever allows himſelf one 
moment's impartial reflection, will ſee, 


that every other perſon, but that one 


perſon who here ſpeaks, is excluded from 
being God, and forbidden abiolutely to 


be acknowledged as ſuch : for the pro- 


noun me, reſtricts the ſenſe diſtintly and 
intirely to one fingle perſon, as much 


as when you ſay; give that to none but 


me, you mean, that it is to be given 
to yourſelf, and to no other perſon. 
And it is much to be remarked, that 
our Saviour furniſhes a very ſignal at- 
teſtation to and confirmation of this 
doctrine, that there is but one perſon 
who is God, and none other befides 
him ; by the manner in which he cites 


| Moſes for it, and refers to him. 


E. Be pleaſed to tell me how that 
was; and what it might be that called 
B 5 Chriſt 
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Chriſt out to ſpeak at all upon the ſub- 
ject ? 
A. We are told that ; One of the ſcribes 
came, and having heard them reaſoning 
together, and perceiving that be had an- 
fwered them well, aſked bim; Which ts 
the firſt commandment of all ? Obſerve 
the ſolemnity of our Saviour's reply, 
which is in the very words of Moſes, 
Deut. vi. 4, 5. And Feſus anſwered him, 
tbe firſt of all the commandments is, Hear, 
O Vrael; {a} the Lord i our God, 
the LoRD alone: And thou ſbalt love the 
LorD thy God with all thy heart, and 
with all thy foul, and with all thy mind, 
and with all thy flirength. The anſwer 
of the ſcribe, (with which our Saviour 
expreſſes himſelf greatly ſatisfied) lays 
down the doctrine of the Divine Unity 
in 


(a) Le Clerc on Deut. vi. 4. takes notice of the 
miſtake in our engliſh bible, in tranſlating ; The 
LoRp eur God is one LoRD, inſtead of The LoRD 
:s cur God, the LorD alene; and obſerves that the 
hebrew conſtruction requires it to be ſo tranſlated ; 
and moreover, that Jehovah (which we, after. 
the greek, tranſlate LORD) being a proper name, 
it is hardly ſenſe to ſay, Jehovah our God is one 
Jehovah, any more than it would be to ſay, 
George our king is one George, or for a Philiſtine 
to have faid, Dagon our God is one Dagon, 
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in the ſtrongeſt and moſt definite lan- 
guage, and ſhews how ſtrictly it was 
taken by Chriſt himſelf, and by the 
Jews in general at that time, ver. 32. And 
the ſcribe ſaid unto him, of a truth, Maſter, 
thou haſt ſaid well: for there is ONE GOD 
and there is none other but He. {6} 

E. As I perceive that our Saviour 
delivers this doctrine of Moſes concern 
ing God, as his own belief, I ſhould be 
glad to have your thoughts upon this 
_ circumſtance, with reſpect to the ſub- 
ject of our inquiry. 

A. It immediately and directly fol- 
lows from it; that in the opinion of 
Jeſus, as of Moſes, God is one fingle 
perſon, in the ſtricteſt poſſible ſenſe 
of the word. And indeed, who can love 
with the whole heart; (as here enjoined) 
who can give their ige love to more 
perſons than one? 

B 6 I N- 


(% Dr. Clarke obſerves, that in thi; ie, 
” : 3 
Mark xii. 32, moſt of the antient 2155, 1 - 
word ©:os, God; and then | 
truth majter, thou haſt tuell / —k 
Lord, Jchovah, mention. 
that tre is none other but 4. 
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INQUIRY Ii. 


Whether the God of the Iſraelites formerly, 
and of their deſcendants the Jeus now, 
be the ſame with the God of the C wy 


tians £ 


E. I Beg to know if our Saviour, 
upon any occaſion, condemned 
the Jews in his time for being guilty 
of polytheiſm and idolatry in worſhip- 
ping any other than Jehovah, the God 
of Iſrael, the one living and true God? 

A. We never read of his blaming 
them in the leaſt in this reſpect. What 
he condemned them for, was their diſ- 
obedience to the laws of God, and not 
receiving himſelf as his meſſenger, their 
great promiſed prophet, the Meſſiah, the 
Chriſt ; but wilfully ſhutting their eyes 
againſt the powertul convincing evi- 
dence which he gave them of his di- 
vine miſhon. 

E. Do we find our Saviour at an 
time making mention of himſelf hav- 
ing the ſame God with the reſt of the 
Jewiſh nation ? 

A. There 


= 
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A. There is a ſtriking inſtance of this 
in his converſation with the woman of 
Samaria. Upon her aſking him which 
was the right worſhip, the Samaritan or 
the Jewiſh ? He replies, (John iv. 22. 
Ye (Samaritans) worſhip what ye ds net 


now : We (Jews) worſhip what we do 


know ; for ſalvation is of the Fews. In 
which declaration it is plain that he 
owns himſelf to be one of the jewiſh 
people, and a worſhiper of the moſt 
high God, the Father, in common with 
them. 

E. Can you aſſign any acknowlege- 
ment of this kind made by Chriſt, that 
is more explicit and particular? 

A. Yes : there is ſomething exceed- 
ing remarkable in the meſſage which he 
ſent to his drooping apoſtles, by Mary 
Magdalene, ſoon after he was raiſed 
from the dead. For he therein bids 
her acquaint them, for their encourage- 


ment, that he had the ſame God and 


Father with themfelves, to whom he 


was ſoon to depart ; and who would con- 
tinue his bleſſing and protection both to 


them and to himſelf: Jeſus ſaith unto 


ber, go to MY BRETHREN, and ſay unto 
them; 
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them; I aſcend unto My FATHER, and 
your Father ; and to My Gop, and your 
God. John. xx. 17. 

E. What do you colle& from this 
meſſage of Chriſt to his apoſtles, which 
ſeems ſo very extraordinary? 

A. Theſe three important conſequen- 

ces reſult from it : 
1. That the God of the Jews is, by 
the confeſſion of Jeſus, the God of the 
chriſtians : for this was their common 
God, and Father, acknowleged by him- 
and his apoſtles. 

2. That Jeſus cannot be the moſt 
high God, nor in any ſenſe to be ac- 
knowleged as ſuch, fince he confeſſes 
himſelf to have the ſame God and Fa- 
ther with the reſt of mankind. 

3. That it is utterly contradictory, 
and impoſſible, that he ſhould be the 
moſt high God, that he ſhould be any 
thing but a creature, however great his 
powers and excellencies, who owns his 
apoſtles to be his a brethren, 1 i. e. his 


fellow- 


(a) It is worthy of note, tnat our Saviour, in 
his higheſt ſtate of dignity and exaltation, does 
not diſdain to call his virtuous and faithful fol- 


lowers 
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fellow-mortals. The moſt high, the eternal 
God, has no brethren : can have none. 

E. You ſay that our Saviour Chriſt „ % 
never blamed the people of the Jews for ime 
| falling into the idolatry of other na- 
tions; or worſhiping any other but 
one only true) God: Did his apoſtles 
ever find fault with their countrymen 
on this account ? | 

A. By no means, far from it: the 
continually bear teſtimony, that their 
countrymen were irreproachably right 

and 


ʒz— —V ä — i 3 _—_— . 


lowers among mankind, his kindred and rela- 
tions: a circumſtance this, which one would hope 
might in time draw men off from worſbiping bim 
as the ſupreme God, whom they are at the ſame 
time to conſider as their brother. It is in that beau- 
tiful repreſentation of the day of judgment, where 
ſpeaking of himſelf, who was to prefide at that 
awful tribunal, he ſays; And the king ſball anſwer 
and ſay unto them, verily, I ſay unto you, inaſmuch 
as ye have done it unto one of the leaſt of theſe me 
BRETHREN, ye have done it untome. Matth. xxv. 46. 
See alſo Heb. ii. 12, 16, 17, where ver. 16, is 
wrongly tranſlated, viz. he took not on him the na- 

ture of angels, but he tcok on him the ſeed of Abra- 

bam whereas it ought to be he layeth not hold of, 
i. e. he ſaveth not angels, but he ſaveth the ſeed of 
Abraham. St. Paul alſo calls Chriſt, the fri- 
born, or chief among MANY BRETHREN. Rom. 
vili. 29. 
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and exact in this important point; and 


moreover, that tbe God of the Jeus was 


the God of the chriſtians alſp. To their 
rulers, who had forbidden them to teach 
in the name of Jeſus, Peter, and the 
other apoſtles, anſwered and ſaid; We 
ought to obey God rather than men. The 
Gor oF ouR FATHERS raiſed up TFeſus, 
whom ye flew and banged on atree: bim 
hath God exalted with his right hand, 
to te @ prince and a Saviour. Acts v. 
29, 30, 31. See alſo in. 13, &c. iv. 
24, 27, with many other paſſages in the 
book; and in St. Paul's epiſtles. 

E. Have the Jews, fince our Savi- 
our's time, apoſtatized into idolatry, or 
fallen away from the worſhip of Jeho- 
vah, the only true God, the Father and 
creator of all things, whom Jeſus and 
his apoſtles acknowleged and wor- 
ſhiped in common with them ? 

A. I cannot anſwer your queſtion bet- 


ter than in the words of a very reſpectable 


author of our own country, which made 
ſuch an impreſſion upon me in reading, 
that I believe I can re collect them very 
exactly. It is no leſs a man than the 
Lord Chancellor King, who gave 1 * 


—ů — — y — 


—— 
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teſtimony to the Jews in this behalf, 
at the beginning of the preſent century. 
“The body of that people have been fo 
immoveably fixed and confirmed, ſays he, 
in the belief of the Unity of God, which 
is every where inculcated in the moſaical 
law, that now throughout their ſixteen 
hundred years captivity and diſperſion, 
they have never quitted or deſerted 


that principle, that God it one: as is 


evident from their thirteen articles of 
faith, compoſed by Maimonides, the ſe- 
cond whereof is, the Unity of the bleſſed 
God. Which is- there explaned to be 
in ſuch a peculiar and tranſcendant 
manner, as that nothing like it can be 
found. And in their liturgy, according 
to the uſe of the Sepharadim, or the 
Spaniards, which is read in theſe parts 
of the world in their ſynagogues, in the 
very firſt hymn, which is an admiring 
declaration of the excellencies of the 
Divine Nature, the repeated chorus is 
this: All creatures, both above and below, 
teſtify and witneſs, all of them as one, that 
the LoRD ts one, and bis name one. (a} 
E. Since 


(a) King's Critical Hiſtory of the Apoſtle's 
reed, p. 55, 56. 
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E. Since you have proved the people 
of the Jews to have been intirely free 
from error in the object of their religi- 
ous worſhip, in the days of our Saviour 
and of his apoſtles ; and ſo to have con- 
tinued from thoſe times to our own : I 
defire to know if Jews and chriſtians are 
now agreed concerning the object of re- 
ligious worſhip ? 

A. I am ſorry to be obliged to an- 
ſwer, that they are not agreed : For be- 
fides Jehovah the only true God, the 
Father, whom the jewiſ people then 
worſhiped, and ſtill worſhip, and whom 
Jeſus and his apoſtles acknowleged and 
preached, the greater part of chriſtians 
in all countries, have adopted two other 
perſons, whom they call God the Son, and 
God the Holy Ghoſt ; both of whom 
they ſeverally invoke in prayer, and wor- 
ſhip: which is a great offence, and 
ſtumbling- block to the Jews; and makes 
them look upon chriſtians as little bet- 
ter than idolaters: a matter this which 
moſt aſſuredly deſerves the ſerious con- 


ſideration of all chriſtians. 


I N- 
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INQUIRY IV. 


Whether Jeſus Chriſt taugbt that be bim- 
felf was God? 


E. E muſt not, however, come 
too rapidly to a concluſion 
on this weighty and important ſubject, 
about which ſo many learned men are 
of a contrary opinion, and are perſuaded 
they have much to ſay for it. Perhaps, 
notwithſtanding the ſtrong proofs againſt 
the probability of it, which you have 
2 our Saviour might teach that 
was God, in ſome way incomprehen- 
ſible by us, yet nevertheleſs true. I de- 
fire therefore to know if Chriſt did at 
any time intimate to his followers that 
he was God, or ſtile himſelf fo. 

A. He was ſo far from taking upon 
himſelf the ſtile and title of God, that he 
once rebuked a perſon for addreſſing 
him, though with well-intended re- 
{pect, as if he were any thing approach- 
ing to that all perfect majeſty, or had 
any thing good of himſelf, fave what 


came. from that Being who made him, 
| and 
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and all things: Feſus ſaid unto him, 
Why calleſt tbou me good ? there ts none 
good but one, that is God. Mat. xix. 17. 

E. Was not our Saviour, however, 
accuſed by the Jews of making him- 
ſelf equal with God? | 

E. Yes, he was accuſed of ſomething 
of that kind, on two different occaſions : 
it appears however from the defence 
which he made both times, that his 
adverſaries did not charge him with 
taking upon himſelf to be Jehovah, the 
living and true God, a thing that never 
entered into their thoughts, but only 
with arrogating to himſelf the power and 
authority of God. For, in the firſt in- 
ſtance, where they accuſed him of mak- 
ing himſelf equal with God, or, as it 
ought to be tranſlated, liłe to God, he vin- 
dicates himſelf by afferting, that he laid 
claim to no powers but what he had ac- 
tually received from God : John v. 19. 
Then anſwered Feſus and ſaid unto them, 


verily, verily, I ſay unto you, the Son can 
do nothing of himſelf, but what he ſeeth 
the Father do, &c. And, in the ſecond in- 
ſtance, John x. 34, &c. he refutes the 
the calumny by ſaying, that he had aſ- 
| | ſumed. 
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ſumed to himſelf nothing mcre than 
became him, {a} as the Son of God, 

i. e. the Meſſiah; and that his miracles 
proved, that this high character belonged 
to him: If I do not the works of my 
Father, (ſuch works as were the effects 
of a divine power) believe me not, but if 

J ds, though ye believe me not, believe 
the works e that ye may know and believe 
that the Father is in me, and I in bim; 
i. e. that I act by a power and authority 

from God. | 


INQUIRY V. 


What it was that our Saviour taught 
concerning himſelf ? 


E. DE ſo good as to inform me, in 
what terms our Saviour uſually 

ſpeaks of himſelf ? 
A. I 


(a) ver. 36. Say ye of him whom the Father hath 
anttified, and ſent = a 4 world, thou blaſphemeſt, 
becauſe I ſaid, I am the Son of Gd? i. e. Say ye 
of him whom the Father hath conſecrated, ſet apart 


and diſtinguiſhed from the reſt of men, by a ſu- 
pernatural 
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and all things: Feſus ſaid unto him, 
Why calleſt thou me good ? there ts none 
good but one, that is God. Mat. xix. 17. 

E. Was not our Saviour, however, 
accuſed by the Jews of making him- 
ſelf equal with God? 

E. Yes, he was accuſed of ſomething 
of that kind, on two different occaſions : 
it appears however from the defence 
which he made both times, that his 
adverſaries did not charge him with 
taking upon himſelf to be Jehovah, the 
living and true God, a thing that never 
entered into their thoughts, but only 
with arrogating to himſelf the power and 
authority of God. For, in the firſt in- 
ſtance, where they accuſed him of mak- 
ing himſelf equal with God, or, as it 
ought to be tranſlated, lite to God, he vin- 
dicates himſelf by afferting, that he laid 
claim to no powers but what he had ac- 
tually received from God : John v. 19. 
Then anſwered Feſus and ſaid unto them, 
verily, verily, I ſay unto you, the Son can 
do nothing of himſelf, but what be ſeeth 
| the Father do, &c. And, in the ſecond in- 
ſtance, John x. 34, &c. he refutes the 
the calumny by ſaying, that he had aſ- 

ſumed 
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ſumed to himſelf nothing mere than 
became him, /a as the Son of God, 
i. e. the Meſſiah; and that his miracles 
proved, that this high character belonged 
to him: If I do not the works of my 
Father, (ſuch works as were the effects 
of a divine power) believe me not, but if 
J ds, though ye believe me not, believe 
the works : that ye may know and believe 
that the Father is in me, and I in him; 
i. e. that I act by a power and authority 
from God. 


INQUIRY V. 


What it was that our Saviour taught 
concerning himſelf ? 


E. DE ſo good as to inform me, in 
= what terms our Saviour uſually 

ſpeaks of himſelf ? 
A. I 


(a) ver. 36. Say ye of him whom the Father hath 
ſanttified, and ſent into the world, thou blaſphemeſt, 
becauſe I ſaid, I am the Son of Gd? i. e. Say ye 
of him whom the Father hath conſecrated, ſet apart 
and diftinguiſhed from the reſt of men, by a ſu- 

pernatural 
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A. I ſhall preſent you with ſome few 
examples by which you may form a 
judgment what were ine ſentiments 
which our Saviour had of himſelf, and 
doubtleſs would have us to entertain of 
him. | 

1. The Son can do nothing of himſelf, {a} 
but what he ſeeth abe Father do. John 
v. 19, 20. As the living Father, {b} hath 
ent me, and I live by the Father; ſo, &c. 
My doctrine is not mine, but bis that 
ſent me. If any man will do his will, he 
ſhall knaw of the doctrine, ubetber it be 
of God, or whether TI ſpeak of myſelf. ver. 
19, 20. I have not ſpoken of myſelf ; but 
my Father who ſent me, he gave me a 
commandment, what I fhould ſay, an 
what I ſhould ſpeak. xii. 49. | 

And 


pernatural birth, and by a communication of the 
ſpirit without meaſure, and by a ſpecial commiſſion 
and authority to teach his will, tat be blajphemeth, 
becauſe he hath thus ſpoken ?* L' Enfant in loc. 


(a) He is here ſpeaking of his miraculous works 
only; that he never wrought any but by an imme- 
diate direction and ſupport from God. 

( This is well paraphraſed by Dr. Clarke: 
« As the Father, who is the original author of 
4% life, has communicated life to me; and will 
« reftore it to me after I have laid it down, 


„by railing me again from the dead: fo, &c.“ 


| 
| 


. ͤ 


| 
| 
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2. And he that ſent me, is withme : the 
Father hath not l:ft me alone: for I do 
always, thoſe _ that pleaſe him. John 
viii. 29. If ye keep my commandments, ye 
ye ſhall abide i in my love: even as I have 


kept my Father's commandments, and abide 
in his love. xv. 10. 


To. fit on my right hand and on my 
ft. nat mine to give: but it ſhall be given 
to them for whom it 1s prepared of my 
Father. Matt. xx. 23. Ii not for you 
to know the times and the ſeaſons, which 
the Father hath put in his own power. 
Acts i. 7. But of that day and hour 
knaweth no one, no not the angels which 
are in heaven, neither the Son, but the 
Father. Mark xii. 32. but my Fa- 
ther oNLY. Matt. xxiv. 36. 


4. I thank thee, O Father, Lord F 


heaven and earth ! —— Even fo, Father! 


for fo it ſeemed good in thy fight. Matt. 


xi. 25, 26. And be went a little farther, 
and fell on his face and prayed, ſaying, 

o my Father, if it be poſſible, let this cup 
paſs from me : — not as I will, 


but as thou wilt. xxvi. 39. And Teſus 
lifted 


— 
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lifted up his eyes, and ſaid, Father, {a} I 
thank thee le Thou haſt beard me : and 
I knew that thou heareſt me s : but 
becauſe of the people which fland by, I 
po gf at they may 21 that Thou haſt 
fent me. John xi. 41, 42. 

E. What do you infer from theſe de- 
clarations of the bleſſed Jeſus concerning 
himſelf ? 

A. It is moſt evident, that he cannot 
be the moſt high God who thus declares, 
1. That he can do nothing of himſelf ; 
that he is intirely under the direction and 
controul of another in all he does or ſays; 
from whom he received his very being : 
2. that the reaſon of God's ſupporting 
him in ſo extraordinary a way, and giv- 
ing 


(a] Dr. Clarke has not given our Saviour's true 
_— in his paraphraſe. It is thus better done 
a learned and uſeful writer, Father, I thank 
hee, that thou haſt granted my __ and 
enabled me to perform this mig mighty Dok 
indeed, that thou always g my 4 but 
I have prayed to Thee at — and now praiſe 
| Thee for hearing me, that it may confirm the faith 
of thoſe who are here, and convince them that I 
act with thy power, and by thy commiſſion.” 
The goſpel-hiſtory from the Text of the four Evan- 
28 with explanatory notes, by Mr. Robert 
ait, Miniſter of Galſton, 1765. 
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ing him ſuch high marks of his favour, 
was on account of his ſincere obedience 
and endeavour to pleaſe him, and to keep 
his commandments. 3. He who declares | 
himſelf ignorant of ſome things, and 
that others are not in his own diſpoſal, 
but that of another; that is, that he 
is ſo limited in knowlege and power; 
4. He who worſhiped, gave thanks and 
prayed to God continually for aſſiſt- 
ance ; he cannot be the moſt high God. 
But from theſe and many other fimilar 
declarations of Chriſt, if we will give 
credit to his own words, we mult con- 
clude, that he was a creature of God 
like ourſelves, equally dependent upon 
him for every lee. ed whe for Nis 
conſummate worth, and perfect virtue 
and obedience, was raiſed to that high 
place and preeminence in the divine- 
fayour, which he now worthily enjoys. 


IN 
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lifted up bis eyes, and ſaid, Father, {a} I 
thank thee ele Thou haſt heard me : and 
T knew that thou heareſt me always : but 
becauſe of the people which fland by, I 
ſpoke, thdt they may believe that Thou haſt 
ent me. John xi. 41, 42. 

E. What do you infer from theſe de- 
clarations of the bleſſed Jeſus concerning 
himſelf ? 

A. It is moſt evident, that he cannot 
be the moſt high God who thus declares, 
1. That he can do nothing of himſelf ; 
that he is intirely under the direction and 
controul of another in all he does or ſays; 
from whom he received his very being : 
2. that the reaſon of God's ſupporting 
him in ſo extraordinary a way, and giv- 


ms 


(a) Dr. Clarke has not given our Saviour's true 
N in his paraphraſe. It is thus better done 
a learned and uſeful writer, Father, I thank 
hee, that thou haſt granted my requeſt, and 
enabled me to perform this mighty work. I know 
indeed, that thou always granteſt my deſires, but 
I have prayed to Thee at preſent, and now praiſe 
Thee for hearing me, that it may confirm the faith 
of thoſe who are here, and convince them that I 
act with thy power, and by thy commiſſion.“ 
The goſpel-hiſtory from the Text of the four Evan- 
' with explanatory notes, by Mr. Rovert 
ait, Miniſter of — 1765. | 
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ing him ſuch high marks of his favour, 


was on account of his ſincere obedience 
and endeavour to pleaſe him, and to keep 
his commandments. 3. He who declares 
himſelf ignorant of ſome things, and 
that others are not in his own diſpoſal, 
but that of another; that is, that he 
is ſo limited in knowlege and power ; 
4. He who worſhiped, gave thanks and 
prayed to God continually for aſſiſt- 
ance; he cannot be the moſt high God. 
But from theſe and many other ſimilar 
declarations of Chriſt, if we will give 
credit to his own words, we mult con- 
clude, that he was a creature of God 
like ourſelves, equally dependent upon 
him for every ting” ant who for Ns 
conſummate worth, and perfect virtue 
and obedience, was raiſed to that high 
place and preeminence in the divine 
tayour, which he now worthily enjoys. 


C I N- 


' 9he Carecuisr. 


INQUIRY VL 


Whether what Chriſt thus taught con- 
cerning himſelf, is only true of him in 
one ſenſe, that is, according to bis 
human nature, as it is called. 


E. J Beg you to reſolve me in one 

thing, if our Saviour Chriſt had 
not two natures, ſo that he was God 
and man at the ſame time ; and all the 


depreciating things that he ſpeaks of 


himſelf as being a creature, belong to 
his human nature only ? 

A. The ſuppoſition of Chriſt hav- 
ing two natures, a divine and a human 
nature, taketh for granted the very thing 
in queſtion, which ought to be prov- 
ea, namely, that he is a being ſo com- 
pounded, 

It is a ſuppoſal that has no coun- 
tenance whatever in the ſacred writings. 
Our Saviour moſt aſſuredly uſed no re- 
ſerve or ambiguity in what he faid of 
himſelf. When he averred that he re- 
ceived life from the Father and creator 
of all things ; that he could do m— 

0 
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of himſelf; he meant what he ſaid moſt 
ſincerely, and would have us fo to under- 
ſtand him. When he prayed to God for 
help and ſtrength, he ſtood in need / 
of what he prayed for, and wanted that 
aſſiſtance which was given him. 

It is a thing in itſelf utterly im 
poſſible, that a being ſhould be God 
and man; creator and creature; ſelf-ex- 
iſtent, eternal, independent, and limit- 
ed, dependent, and having begining 
of exiſtence, at the ſame time; omni- 
ſcient and omnipotent, and yet ignorant 
and weak. Theſe things are not com- 
patible : we ſhould be ſhocked at their 
abſurdity, if they were not inſtilled 
into us before we began to make uſe of 
our reaſon, and if many were not after- 
wards afraid to make uſe of it about 
them ; ſuffering themſelves to be daz- 
zled by great names and authorities, and 
impoled on by high antiquity, which 

C 2 can 


(a) And he was withdrawn from them about a flenc's 
oft and kneeled down and prayed, ſaying, Father, oh 
that Thou wouldeſf remove this eup from me ! never- 
theleſs, net my will, but thine be done. And there u-. 
peared an angel unto him from heaven, ſirengtlening 


bim. Luke xxii. 41, 42. 
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can give no preſcription to what is un- 
intelligible and impoſſible. In ſhort, 
this doctrine of Chriſt being poſſeſſed of 
two natures, 1s the fiction of ingenious 
men, determined at all events to believe 
Chriſt to be a different Being from what 
he really was, and uniformly declared 
himſelf to be; by which they ſolve 
ſuch difficulties of ſcripture as they can- 
not otherwiſe get over, and endeavour 
to prove him to be the moſt high 
God, in ſpite of his own moſt expreſs 
and conſtant declarations to the con- 
trary. And as there is no reaſoning with 
ſuch perſons, they are to be conſidered 
and pitied, as being under a debility of 
mind in this reſpect, however ſenſible 
and rational in all others. 


INQUIRY VI. 


What is the teſtimony and ſentiment of 
the three former evangeliſts, Matthew, 


Mark, and Luke, concerning our Sa- 
riour Chriſt. 


E 1 Muſt again intreat you, that we 
1 may not leave any thing aner 
| mined, 
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mined, and make too haſty a deciſion 
upon a point of this magnitude, which 
involves almoſt the whole chriſtian world 
now, and for many a pt in the la- 
mentable breach of * rſt command- 
ment of God, given by Moſes, and con- 
firmed by Jeſus ; in the continued act 
and practice of idolatry, by acknow- 
leging other perſons to be Gods, be- 
ſides Jehovah, the God of Iſrael, the 
one living and true God. But as there 
are other remaining arguments from the 
ſcriptures, by which ſome would prove 
Jeſus to be the moſt high God ; I would 
beg you next to take the trouble, in as 
concile a manner as you can, to acquaint 
me, what is ſaid of him by thoſe who are 
certainly beſt able to give us true infor- 
mation concerning him : I mean the 
facred hiſtorians of the life of Chriſt, 
and his apoſtles ; who converſed with 
him, and were inſtructed by him, that 
they might inſtru others: whether 
they had any ſecret commiſſion to teach 
what he judged proper to omit ; either 
that he himſelf was the moſt high God, 
or that there was any other perſon who 
was God, but the Father only. And as 

C 3 the 
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he three former evangeliſts wrote be- 
fore St. John, and probably without 
ſeeing or knowing of each others writ- 
ings, I ſhould be glad firſt to know 
v hat their teftimonies amount to on 
this head. Tell me then, I pray, what 
is the general account which they give 
of our Saviour Chriſt ? 

A. The evangeliſts, Matthew and Luke, 
give us the pedigree of Jeſus, from Abra- 
am and David. Luke derwes it from 
dam. Both mention his extraordi- 
nary birth of Mary, and ſome inſtances 
of fingular reſpect ſhewn him in his in- 
fancy. Luke touches briefly upon his 
gradual improvements in wiſdem and 
virtue, though much. above the com- 
mon rate ; of which he relates one in- 
ſtance, when he was no more than twelve 
years old. After which they both are 
wholly filent about him till the time of 

his manhood, when he entered upon his 
public miniſtry. At this period, Mark 
takes up the account, and begins 51. 
hiſtory. After which, they all three 
proceed, each in his own way, to note 
down the principal facts of our Saviour's 
public life, ſomewhat differently ; » 
that 
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that you plainly perceive they did not 


write in concert or copy from each 
other, as they have all ſeveral facts and 
circumſtances of the fame fact, not 
marked by the others; and yet the 
whole of their narrative, in ſuch harmo- 
ny and accord with each other in what 1s 
ſubſtantial and important, as much con- 


firms the general truth of their hiſtory, by 


exhibiting them as ſo many ſeveral inde- 
pendent witneſſes of the facts they relate. 
They all three begin with the baptiſm of 
Jeſus by John; when he received the 0/5 


ſpirit from heaven, or gifts of a divine 


wer and wiſdom to fit him for his 

igh office, and to enable nim to give 
full proof of his commiſſion and autho- 
rity from God. They then relate the 
temptation of the devil, as it 1s called; 
which they all agree in dating at this 
time, and immediately before his en- 
trance on his public miniſtry ; ſo that 


however it is to be interpreted, it was 


ſomething preparatory to it. After this, 
each gives what he thought a ſufficient 
account of this divine Saviour's doctrine 
and preaching : of his ardent zeal and 
unwearied labours to bring men to the 


C4 know- 
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knowlege cf Divine Truth, and to be 
taved by it from fin and moſt laſting mi- 
fery: the great wiſdom and courage on 
the one hand, and gentleneſs and kindneſs 
on the other, with which he conducted 
himſelf in his unacceptable work of re- 
forming mankind; cloſing their hiſtories 
with his laſt ſufferings and violent un- 
zuft death in the cauſe of God, and of 
the truth he had taught from him, to- 
gether with his ſpeedy reſtoration to life, 
by the power of God, in three days, ac- 
cording to his own prediction. 

E. What now appear upon the whole 
to have been the ſentiments of theſe 
evangeliſts concerning their maſter, the 
holy Jeſus, from theſe principal circum- 
ſtances of his life which you have re- 
cited from them ? 

A. They aſſuredly conſidered him, 
however excellent in virtue, and ho- 
noured with high divine powers, to be a 
creature of God, as well as themſelves; 
and had not the moſt diſtant thought 
of his being God, the moſt high God. 
For they give a very particular relation 
of his birth, as alſo of his death and 


burial. But the eternal, ſelf- exiſtent 
; Being 
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Being cannot be born, or have begin- 


ing of exiſtence : God cannot die, or 
ceaſe to exiſt. They alſo deſcribe Jeſus 
as growing, and making improvement 
in wiſdom and virtue. But it is moſt de- 
rogatory to the infinite all- perfect mind, 
to ſuppoſe he can be wiſer and better 
to-day than he was yeſterday. They 
repreſent him, moreover, as expoſed ty 
temptations, ſo as to be in danger» 
being drawn aſide by them from the 
paths of holineſs and integrity. But it 
would be impious to imagine any thing 
of this kind incident to the Divine 
Being. 

E. But does not St. Matthew inti- 
mate notwithſtanding, as if Jeſus was 
in ſome peculiar unknown way, God, 
when in deſcribing the manner of his 
birth, he applies to him thoſe words of 
Ifaiah (vii. 14.) Behold à virgin ſhall 
concerve, and ſhall bring forth a ſan, and 
they ſhall call bis name Imanuel, which be- 
ing interpreted is, God with us? Matt. 
1. 

> 4 In whatever way you conſider the 
evangeliſt as applying this paſſage to the 
birth of Chriſt, it will amount only to 

C 5 t. , 
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this; that at the birth of the child, or by 


him, ſome way or other, God would be 
with them, would do ſomething extra- 
ordinary, work ſome great deliverance for 
his people, confer ſome ſingular bleſſing 
on them: not that the infant babe 
would be the moſt high God, in any 
tenſe or manner whatſoever. The way of 
expreſſion was familiar with the hebrew 
writers, and runs through the whole 
bible. God is with any one, when he 
does any thing extraordinary for him, 
{a} or by him. So Nicodemus, on 
ſeeing Chriſt's miracles, tells him, that 


he was perſuaded (John iii. 2.) that God 


was with him, that he ha? an extraor- 
dinary power and commiſſion from him. 
St. Luke alſo ſhews us how ſuch phraſes 
ought to be underſtood, and bow eafily 
and readily the common people among the 
Fews underſtaod them, though we through 
prejudice and inattention make fuch a 
myſtery 

(a) Acts x. 38. Gad anointed Feſus of Nazareth 
with the holy ſpirit and with power : who went about 
doing goed, ard healing all that were oppreſſed 2 the 
devil; for God wes with him. Here the ſacred 
writer expreſsly declares, how God was with 


Jeſus of Nazareth; namely, by thoſe extraordinary 
powers conferred upon him. 


The CATECHRIST. 35 


myſtery of them. For when our Saviour had 
raiſed the widow's ſon to life, it is ſaid; 
(Luke vu. 16.) there came a fear on all- 
and they glorified God, ſaying, that a great 
prophet is riſen up among us ; and that 
God bath viſited his people. God viſited 
Bis people, ſay they. How vjſited them? 
not in perſon, but by raifing up a great 
prophet among them. This explains 
that language concerning the future 
times of the Meſſiah, ſo frequent in the 
prophetic writings : viz. A voice crieth -. 
In the wilderneſs, prepare ye the way of 
Jenovan, make firaight in the deſart 
a highway for our God: Get thee 
up upon a high mountain, a daughter, 
that bringeſft glad tidings to Sion: Exalt 
thy voice with ſtrength, o daughter, that 
bringeſt glad tidings to Feruſalem. Exalt 
it; be not afraid: Say to the cities of 
Judab, bebald your God. Bebold the 
Lord Jenovan hall come. Iſaiah xI. 3, 
9, 10. God, the Lord Jehovah, did come 
to his people, when Jeſus was raifed up, 
of the family of Abraham and ſeed of 
David, and came among them, acting by a 
divine authority, and doing theſe mighty 

C 6 miracles. 
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miracles of raiſing the dead to life, &c- 


in proof of it. 

E. But does not St. Matthew, near the 
cloſe of his hiſtory, (xxviii. 19.) teach 
that there are three perſons, the Father, 
Son, and holy Spirit, who are each of them 
God; when he tells us, that Jeſus ordered 
his apoſtles, to go and make diſciples of all 
nations, baptizing them into the name ef the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the boly 
Spirit ? Are not theſe three put on a 
level, and made equal to each other ? 


A. Aſſuredly, no one could riſe up 


from the reading of St. Mathew's goſ- 
pel, and imagine that any ſuch doctrine 
was to be extracted from theſe words. 
For in all the foregoing parts of his book, 
henever ſpeaks of Chriſt butas their great 
expected prophet, and the meſſenger of 
God, gifted with extraordinary divine 


powers. Nor does he ever deſcribe the 


ſpirit or holy = as any thing but a di- 
vine power, the power or gift of God. 
So that unleſs a man brought along with 
him a previous perſuaſionof three perſons 
being each of them God, he could never 
diſcover it here, or in any thing elſe 
delivered by the evangeliſt. Moreover, 
ti being baptized into any perſon, does 

not 
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not beſpeak that perſon to be God, as is 


well known; for St. Paul makes mention 
of the Iſraclites being baptized into Moſes, 
1 Cor. x. 2. Nor does our Saviour's 
being thus joined together with the 
Father, imply any the leaſt equality to 
him, any more than Moſes being in like 
manner joined together with Almighty 
God, implied that Moſes was equal to 
God; where it is faid, (Exod. xiv. 31.) 
the people feared the LORD, and believed 
the LORD and his ſervant Moſes : or 
that king David was the moſt high 
God, becauſe it is faid, (1 Chron. xxix. 
20.) that the congregation bowed down 
their heads, and worſhiped the LORD 
und the king. I would farther obſerve, 
that the apoſtles, who were the beſt 
judges of their divine maſter's inten- 
tions, did not think there was any thing 
ſo important in this form of words in 
baptitm ; or ſo extraordinary a myſtery as 
many have made of it. For we never find 
afterwards that they confined themſelves 
to the uſe of it; but on the contrary, 
when they baptized perſons, they bap- 
tized them into the name of Jeſus a 


only; 

(a) Acts viii. 16. They were baptized into the 

name of the Lord Jiſus. See alſo x. 48, xix. 5. 
and Rem. vi. 3. Gal. Iii. 27. | 
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only; which indeed comprized the 
other, being an abridgement of it. For 
the true meaning of being baptized into 
the name of the Father, and of the Son, 
and of the boly Spirit, is the being bap- 
tized or initiated into the knowlege 
of that goſpel or doctrine of eternal 
ſalvation, which the God and Father 
of all, revealed to mankind by the 
miniſtry of his ſon Chriſt Jeſus, and 
confirmed by the gifts of an extraordi- 
nary divine power, communicated to 
Jeſus and his apoſtles. One wonders - 
that thoſe who would hence deduce that 
Jeſus is the moſt high God, equal to 
the Father, do not conſider that in the 
very ſame inſtant, Jeſus hintſelf de- 
clares, that his power, great as it was, 
had been received from another; that is, 
he had it not of his own. ver. 18. Al 
power 15 GIVEN wnto me. Add to all 
this, the utter improbability that this 
apoſtle and evangeliſt ſhould introduce 
two perſons, as being each of them 
God, equal to the moſt high God, two 
new Gods, the Son and Holy Spirit, fo 
intirely contrary to their jewiſh belief, 
and firtt commandment of God, del:- 

vered 
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vered by Moſes, and confirmed by Jeſus 


himſelf, viz. that there was but one 
ſingle perſon, Jehovah, who was God, 
and Father of all; and this ſtrange 
doctrine, ſo different from what this 
facred writer had all along maintained, 
to be thruſt in, at the end of his book, by 
the by as it were, without any preced- 
ing notice, or proof it. It is plain, and 
has been ſhewn, that the evangeliſt 
aſſerts no ſuch doctrine : but it would 
have been hardly credible, had he aſ- 
ſerted it in ſuch a way. 


INQUIRY VI. 


What is the teſtimony and ſentiment of the 


apoſile Fohn concerning our Saviour 
Chri/t. 


E. V O U have left nothing farther 

for me to aſk you concerning the 
real ſentiments of the three evangeliſts, 
Matthew, Mark, and Luke, relating to 
Jeſus Chriſt; who, I fee, were far 
trom looking upon him to be God, the 
moſt high God. But as St. John has 


been 
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been held openly and directly to aſſert 
this, in the very preface to his goſpel; I 
muſt beg you particularly to favour me 
with with your ſentiments on that head. 
And I am the more anxious to hear 
your full diſcuſſion of the matter, be- 
cauſe chriſtian writers inform us, and 
the book itſelf confirms the tradition, 
that this evangeliſt wrote after the other 
three, and after having ſcen their writ- 
ings, and with a view to ſupply ſome 
things that had been omitted by them. 
I beg leave therefore to alk, if it be Je- 
ſus, as commonly ſuppoſed, whom St. 
John deſcribes under the title of The 
Word, „ d, at the entrance of his hiſ- 
' tory? In the beginning was the Word, 
and the Nord was with God, and the 
Word was God. The ſame was in the 
begining with God. All things were 
male by him; and ic on. John. i. 1,2. 
A. I think, and am perſuaded, that 
we may, without «ny hefitation, pro- 
nounce, that it can, in no ſort or de- 
gree, be ſaid of jeſus Chriſt, that he 
was in the beginning, before any thing 
was made; or, that he was God 
and creator of all things. Such lan- 


guage 
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guage can belong to none but the moſt 
high God. For there are not two 
ſupreme Gods and Creators ; nor can 
be. And that the apoſtle ſpeaks not here 
of Jeſus, but of God only, is moſt evi- 
dent, if we will but attend to his words, 
and be guided by them. For he adds 
in the ſame breath and ſentence, 0s ww 
„ xy, God was the Word ; i. e. that 
Word, of which he had been ſpeaking. 

2; But, how can God be the Word? 
Is it not a moſt ſtrange, unintelligible 
way of ſpeaking ? 

A. However it may ſeem to us, there 
was nothing extraordinary or difficult in 
it, to the hebrews his countrymen, or to 
perſons acquainted with the ſtile of the 
ſacred writings ; for whoſe uſe he com- 
poſed his hiſtory of Chriſt. In his other 
works, we find him ſaying; (1 John i. 5.) 
God is light ; i. e. in him is the moſt un- 
{potted putiry and holineſs: and again (iv. purity 
16.) God zs love; i. e. in him is the moſt 
perfect benevolence; and in like ſort here, 
God is the Word, i. e. in him is all 
wiſdom and power: by the term Word, 
underſtanding the wiſdom or the 5 
erful 
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erful /a/ word and command, by which 
all things were made: and either of 
theſe two ſenſes, the term, , uſed 
by St. John, properly holds forth to us. 

E. What then do you imagine, Ar- 
temon, to have moved the apoſtle to 
place ſuch an extraordinary introduction 
before his hiſtory of Chriſt? What 
was his deſign in it? 

A. There is nothing in it, Euſebes, ſo 
very extraordinary ; or unſuitable to his 
uſual ſtile in writing, which abounds 
much in high figurative expreſſions : in 
which he appears to have copied after 
his divine maſter, Jeſus. And his deſign 
throughout this preface, very obviouſ- 
ly, and very proper and befitting the 
work he was entering upon, is, to teach 
that all things were made by and pro- 
ceeded from the moſt perfect Reaſon or 
Wiſdom, which is God himſelf, and 
not from any inferior power or agent, 


which the eaſtern and greek philoſo- 


phers maintained, and which ſome f 


them too ſoon brought into the chriſtian 
church: 


(a) Pf. xxxiii. 6. By the word (re 99%) of the 
LorD were the heavens made, and all the hoſt of them 
by the breath of his mouth. - 
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church: and that from this Word or 
Wiſdom of God, came all the lights and 
 affiſtances, which mankind had at dif- 
terent times received by divine meſlages, 
and prophets, eſpecially by Jeſus Chriſt, 
who was ſuperior to them all ; and who 
was the true light, by way of excel- 
lence, above all others. And in ufing 
this language, the apoſtle moſt probably 
had in his eye, and imitated that deſcrip- 
tion of the moſt high God, in Proverbs 
viii. where Wiſdom is introduced as a 
Divine Perſon, who had been with God 
from everlaſting, from the begining, before 
the world was made. When he pre- 
pared the heavens, I was there. Then 
was I by him, and I was daily his delight. 
All which beautiful imagery is contrived 
and adopted to teach in a more lively way, 
that God made all things, and governs 
them, with the moſt perfe& wiſdom. 
E. But when our evangeliſt ſays of 
this Vord or Wiſdom, that it was with 
God, and repeats immediately, as it 
were to impreſs us the more ſtrongly 
with it ; The ſame was in the begining 


with God: Does it not imply, that this 
Ward or Wiſdom was a real intelligent 
being 


44 The CaTEcutsrT. 


being or perſon, who is thus repreſent- 
ed as being with God; and not a di- 
vine attribute or quality. 

A. It no more implies this than the 
language I have juſt now mentioned, of 
Solomon, concerning VWiſdam; (Prov. viii.) 
Then was IT by bim, and ſo on; proves 
IV:i/dsm to have been an int <Nigent per- 
ſon; another deity. Our apoſtle, in another 
place, ſays; (1 John i. 2) Ve ſhew unto 
you that eternal life, wich was WITH 
THE FATHER, and was manifeſied unto 
us. No one here underſtands, that eter- 
nal life was a real perſon, though ſpoken . 
of in this lively ſtile, as being or living 
with the Father. Nor ſhould we do it 
in the other caſe, if through our hea- 
then prejudices we were not prone to 
catch at every expreſſion that would 
favour the notion of a multiplicity of 
Gods. 

E. Are there any arguments which 
confirm this interpretation that you have 
given, and prove that the evangeliſt was 
far from intending to aſſert that Jeſus 
was the Word, which is here characte- 
rized as the moſt high God and creator 
of all things? 


A. There 
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A. There are many arguments of 
holy tcripture which ſhew this in the 
moſt convincing manner. For 

1. Our evangeliſt could not ſet out 
at firſt, and ſtile Jeſus the moſt high 
God, and within a few pages of his 
book afterwards, introduce the tame Jeſus 
declaring, as he continually does, that he 
was himielf a creature of God, depend- 
ing upon him, and who received lite and 
every thing from him; and afterwards 
alſo aſſerting, as I have had occaſion to 
mention before, that the Father, as di- 
ſtinguiſhed from himſelf, and all other 
| beings, was the only true God; and that 
he himſelf had the ſame God, and Father, 
in common with the the reſt of the 
human race: whom he calls his bre- 
thren. Such contradictions no writer of 
a ſound underſtanding can fall into. 

2. It cannot be imagined that a pious 
jew, like our apoſtle, thould, as I be- 
fore obſerved to you with reſpec to St. 
Matthew, bring in a new God, a new, 
and before unknown creator of the 
world, in flat contradiction to the firſt 
and ſecond commandments of their di- 
vine law; and in the face of thoſe 
many declarations of Jehovah by his 


prophet 
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prophet ; 7 that He only was God, 
and no other beſides him; He only, 
creator of all things. And this, moreover, 
to be but once aſſerted, without any 
proof, in the begining of his book : 
and never to recur to it afterwards ; 
never again to ſtile Jeſus the Word, or 
call him God; but to ſpeak of him, 
and deſcribe him as ſpeaking of him- 
ſelf, as being nothing of himſelf, but 
whatever he was, receiving it from 
God. Such ſuppoſitions are not within 
the line of credibility, where there is any 
degree of ſenſe or conſiſtency. 

3. It is alſo to be obſerved, that our 
evangeliſt, St. John, joined with the reſt 
of the apoſtles, in a prayer to Almighty . 
God, in which Jeſus is particularly and 
expreſsly excluded from being God and 
the creator, and in a very ſtriking man- 
ner contradiſtinguiſhed from that ador- 
able majeſty; from him who is alone 
ſovereign and ſupreme. It is near the 
begining of the ſecond treatiſe of St. 
Luke, and runs thus; Sovereign 


% Lord; 


(a) See Iſaiah xlii. V. xliv. 24. xlv. II, I2. 
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e Lord; Thou art the Cod who haſt 
„ made heaven and earth, and the ſea, 
„and all that in them is ;—grant unto 
% thy ſervants, that with all boldneſs 


* they may ſpeak thy word, by thy flretch- 


* ing forth thine hand to Heal, and that 
* ſigns and wonders may be done by the 
* name of thy holy {6} ſervart Jeſus.” Acts 
iv. 24, 29, 30. St. John, and the other 
apoſtles, who offered this prayer to God, 
by addreſſing him, Thou, as one fingle 


perion 


(b) Atowole, Sovereign Lord, rather than Lord : 
a name in ſcripture appropriated to God. 


(e It hath been ſhewn at large in another place» 
(ſee A Diſſertation on praying to Chriſt.” p 89.) 
that the apoſtles, in this prayer, call our Saviour, 
God's holy ſervant, not child, as we tranſlate it. I 
find alſo Dr. Clarke intimating, that the word 
ſhould be tranſlated ſervant, and that name given 
to Chriſt, not only in this chapter, but alſo Acts 
zii. 13, and 25. A It deſerves notice here, that Al- 
mighty God, by the prophet Itaiah, more than once 
calls the future Meſſiah, the Chriſt, his ſervant - 
B:hold my ſer vant, whom I will uphald ; my choſen, 
in whom my ſeul delighteth : I will make my ſpirit reſt 
non him. Iſaiah xliii. 1. Biſhop Lowth's verſion. 
See alſo lii. 13. lis 11. Can we wonder that 
Jews are averſe to chriſtianity, when they ſee 
chriſtians worſhiping him as the moſt high God, 
whom their prophets call, God's ſervant ? 


* * 
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perſon, could never think there was any 
other perton who was God; or conſider 
Jeſus, whom in this very prayer they 
call the ſervant of God, as being at 
the ſame time the moit high God, by 
whom all things were made. John 1. 3. 

E. Can you ſhew it probable by any 
other argument, that St. John did not 
in the begining of his goſpel intend to 
deſcribe Chriſt as being the Word, who 
who was God, and creator of all things ? 

A. There is one proof, which though 
not directly taken from the ſcriptures, 
does much confirm their evidence, that 
the evangeliſt intended no ſuch thing. 
And this is furniſhed by the creed called 
the apoſtles ; which, although it was not 


written by them, is on all hands al- | 


lowed to be very ancient, eſpecially the 
former parts of it; and therefore may 
be well reckoned to contain the ſen- 
timents of the apoſtles, and of St. John 
included amongſt them, concerning the 
only true God.. For it teaches, that there 
is but one God, who is the Father Al- 
mighty, the Maker of heaven and earth ; 
and that Jeſus Chriſt, his beloved ſon, 
who was born of the virgin Mary, ſuffer- 


ed 


% OE EEE ELITE —F& * 


The CATECHIST. 49 


ed the ignominious death of a flave, un- 
der Pontius Pilate, the roman governor 
of Judea; and that there was a Hey Spirit, 
or extraordinary divine power, commu- 
nicated from God, by which the goſpel 
was preached and eſtabliſhed in thaworid. 
Whoever compoſed this creed, moſt cer- 
tainly did not believe {a} Jeſus Chriſt to 
be the moſt high God, and creator of all 
things: for God cannot ſuffer or die; 

D which 


(a) The apoſiles creed is indeed, in the ſtricteſt 
ſenſe, an Unitarian creed; and fo early an atteſta- 
tion to the doctrine of the Divine Unit being 
received and acknowleged by chriſtians, is of 
importance. In a well-known Catechiſin, immedi- 
ately after the repetition of this creed, this queſtion 
follows; What doſt thou chiefly learn in theſe 
articles of thy belief?“ To which the child is 
made to give this anſwer ; © Firſt, I learn to be- 
© ljieve in God the Father, who made me, and 
„ all the world. Secondly, in God the Son, 
„ who hath redeemed me and all mankind. Third- 
ly, in God the holy Ghoſt, who ſanctifieth me, 
« and all the elect people of God.” But can any 
one truly ſay, that ſuch a doctrine is contained in 
this creed? and will not children ſo taught, 
believe that there are three Gods, God the Father, 
God the Son, and God the Holy Ghoſt; and go 
to the reading of the ſcriptures afterwards with 
this undue bias on their minds, which may be with' 


difficulty afterwards laid aſide ; perhaps never ? 
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which has been obſerved before, but 
hardly can be too often repeated. 

9. What does our evangeliſt mean 
afteqwards, when going on farther to 
treat Yof the Word, e, which, ac- 
cording to your interpretation, is 
God himſelf, he. ſays, The Word 


war made fleſp ; or, as it might more 
juſtly be rendered in engliſh, The 


„ 


Word became. man, a mortal man, and 
dwelt among us, and ſo on. Can this 
be ſaid of God? Is it poſſible for him 
to become a man? 
1 Unqueſtionably that is a thing 
ble, and far from the intention 
of the apoſtle: Nevertheleſs his words 
will be found tò have a very juſt, proper, 
and eaſy meaning, if we attend to the 
defign of St. John in them. For here he 
comes to the point, for the ſake of which 
he had been giving fiich an animated and 
magnificent deſcription of the ſupreme 
Being ; namely, that he might introduce 
the character of Jeſus, che Meſſiah, the 
Chriſt, who was to be - the ſubject of 
his book, with the greater ſolemnity in 
this 14th verſe. ** Now, ſays he; this 
Ward, or Wiſdom of God, whichAin a, 


very 
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juſt and well known ſenſe, i is God 
himſelf; by which He firſt made all 
things, animate and inanimate, men and 
angels ; and from which proceeded all 
his formerextraordinary communications 

of light and knowlege to mankind; 
was at laſt imparted in the fulleſt man- 
ner to Jeſus, and reſided in him: by 
which all men might plainly diſcover, 
and we his apoſtles had undeniable evi- 
dence, that he was the Meſſiah, the 
Chriſt, whom all were to hearken to 
and obey, as God himſelf: The Word, 
ſays he, (Wiſdom) became man, and dwel:? 
among us (in the man Chriſt Jeſus); and 
we beheld bis glory, the glory as of the only 
begatten (or moſt beloved) of the Father. 
E. Can you illuſtrate this interpre- 
tation which you have given of the 
words of St. John, by any fimilar lan- 

guage of Chriſt or the other apoitles ? 
A. Jeſus faith unto bim; bade 1 
been jo long tune with you, and yet hajt 
thou nit known me, Philip? be that 

hath ſeen me, hath ſeen the Father : 
and how ſayeſt thou then, fhew us the 
Father? Beheveſt thiu nit, that I am 
:n the Father, and the Father in me? 
D 2 the 
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words that I ſpeak unto you, T ſpeak not of 
myſelf: and theFather that dwelleth in me, 
be doeth the works. Joh. xiv.g. In this paſ- 
ſage, the Father, whom Chriſt ſpeaks of 
as dwelling in him, correſponds exactly 
with the Word, or Wiſdom becoming 
man, and dwelling in Chriſt. And in 
both places, the expreſſions denote, in 
the bold figurative ſtile of the ſcriptures, 
the influence of the Divine Wiſdom and 
Power, by which Jeſus acted. 

Exactly of the fame caſt and import 
1s that language of the apoſtle Paul, 
Coloſ. ii. 8, 9. Beware left any man ſpoil 
you through philoſopby and vain deceit, 
after the tradition of men, after the rudi- 
ments of the world, and not after Chriſt : 
for in him dwelleth all the fulneſs of the 
Godhead (rather of the divine power } 
bodily. To underſtand this, you are to 
take along with you, that in the apo- 
{tolic age, it pleaſed God to beſtow va- 
rious gifts of a miraculous power pro- 
miſcuouſly on believers, for the ſupport 
of the chriſtian church in its infancy. 
With a view to this, St. Paul, in ano- 
ther place, prays for the chriſtians at 
Epheſus, that they might be filled with 

all 


ny 


The CArECHIS T. 53 
all the fulneſs of Gad. (Eph. iii. 19.) 


1. e. might abound in all thoſe extraor- 
dinary gifts from God, which were 
needful for them. Now here he ſays, 
that theſe gifts of a Divine Wiſdom and 
Power were beſtowed on Chriſt without 
meaſure, { a} for in him dwelt all the 
fulneſs of the Divine Power; or, in 
other words, the Divine Word, or Wiſ- 
dom became man, and dwelt in Chriſt 
Jeſus. With juſt cauſe therefore does 
the apoſtle exhort to adhere to Chriſt, 
and not follow that falſe philoſophy 


and worldly accommodating wiſdom 


with which ſome were already begin- 
ing to corrupt the true doctrine con- 
cerning God and Chriſt, and in which 
they unhappily ſucceeded after the apo- 
ſtles were gone off the ſtage. 

E. It has been maintained by many 
perſons, that in this goſpel of St. John, 
Jeſus is expreſsly declared to be God, 
in that narrative which the evangeliſt 


gives of Chriſt's condeſcenſion to his 


' & Boe incre- 


(a) He whom God hath ſent, ſpeaketh the words 
of (rod : for God giveth nat the Spirit by meaſure 
unte him. John iii. 34. 
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incredulous diſciple Thomas, in afford 
ing him a ſenfible proof of the reality of 
his being raiſed to life ; when convinced . 
of his being really alive, from the 
dead, (John xx. 28.) he anſwered and ſaid 
unto him; My Lord, andmy God. I beg 
to know how is this to be underſtood 
if Jeſus be not God? 5 
A. But that the blindneſs of pre- 
judice, Euſebes, knows no bounds, one 
might wonder how it could enter into 
the minds of ſo many learned and 
men in all ages, that this diſciple of 
Chriſt, who a little before had given 
up his maſter Jeſus as abſolutely dead ; 
and could not be prevailed upon by evi- 
dence that was fatisfaQtory to others, to 
believe but that he was really dead : 
that this man, with ſuch ſentiments, 
ſhould inſtantly addreſs Jeſus as the 
moſt high God, whom till that mo- 
ment he had ſuppoſed without life, 
merely on receiving ſenſible proof of his 
having been under ſuch an error concern- 
ing him. Chriſt's being brought to life 
again could be a proof of nothing elſe 
but of the favour and goodneſs of God 


in reſtoring it to him ; not that he was 
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God, the moſt high God. And the 


emotions it might naturally raiſe in 
Thomas's breaſt, would be expreſſive 
of his admiration and thankſgiving to 
the heavenly Father, that made him 
break out into that exclamation, ©** My 
Lord, and my God.” Which may be 
conſidered as an imperfe& ejaculation 
and addreſs to God; and had he uttered 
it at full length, he might have ſaid, 
„O my Lord, and my God, I thank 
thee for this thine unexpected benigni- 
ty, in raiſing my dead maſter Jeſus to 
life again.” Or, taking the words, as 
ſome do, in the nominative caſe, it may 
be thus ſupplied, © My Lord and my 
God hath done this great thing.” But 
if any ſtill, notwithſtanding, will per- 
fiſt in believing that Thomas here calls 
Chriſt, God, they ſhould take along 
with them that Chriſt, not long before 
had told his diſciples in plain words, 
that he had the ſame God and Fa- 
ther with themſelves: fo that he can 
only be God in ſuch a ſenſe as a crea- 
ture can be ſo called. In ſhort, no 
proof can be drawn from this ſpeech of 
Thomas's, either that Jeſus was the 
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moſt high God, or that Thomas be- 
lieved him ſo to be. 


INQUIRY X. 


What is the true doftrine concerning God 
and Chriſt, as it be collected from 
St. Luke's ſecond volume, called The 
Acts. 


E. V O U have convinced me that the 

evangeliſt St. John intirely agrees 
with the three former evangeliſts, ja 
never teaching or delivering any thing 
concerning the holy Jeſus, which im- 
plied that he was the moſt high God, 
But we ſhall not complete the evidence 
which one of them, St. Luke, gives on 
this ſubject, unleſs we take in the ſe- 
cond volume of his goſpel-hiſtory, call- 
ed, The Aﬀs. And as his deſign in 
writing was to ſhew how the goſpel 
was firſt propoſed and preached to jews 
and heathens by the apoſtles, it muſt be 
curious and important to know what 
they ſay of their divine Maſter ; how 
they exhibit him to the world. But as 
this ſame hiſtorian has recorded ſeveral 


appearances of Chriſt after his reſurrec- 
tion, 
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tion, I ſhould be obliged to you firſt to 


acquaint me if any thing preſented it- 
felf at ſuch times, whence it might be 
concluded that Chriſt was the moſt 
high God ? 

A. There is certainly nothing like 
this, in the account which St. Luke 
gives of what paſſed at our Saviour's 
taking his final leave of his diſciples ; 
but it muſt have had quite the contrary 
effect upon every one preſent, and upon 
all that now pay any attention to it. 
For the Lord Jefus confefles to them 
that his power and knowlege were limit- 
ed; and that the direction and govern- 
ment of the world was not his province, 
but belonged to the heavenly Father 
alone. When they (his diſciples) were 
come together, they ; aſted of him ſaying, 
Lord, wilt thou at this time reſtore again 
the king dom to Iſrael ? And be ſaid unto 
them, it ts not for you to know the times 
and the ſeaſons which the Father bath put 
in his own power. Acts i. 

E. Much has been ſaid and written 
concerning the heavenly viſion which 
Stephen was favoured with a little be- 
fore his death, and the requeſt which 
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he at that time preferred to Chriſt: 
But I beg to know if we can thereby 
learn what were the ſentiments of that 
holy man, and firſt martyr for the goſ- 
pel, concerning our Lord. 

A. Whatever be determined concern- 
ing the prayer which he on that occa- 
ſion offered to Chriſt, we may be aſſur- 
ed that Stephen did not believe him to 
be above the condition of a creature : 
for he ſpeaks of him as being the Son of 
man, in that ſtate of exaltation and 
honour in which he beheld him: Ly, 


I fee the heavens opened, and the Son of 


man ſtanding at the right hand of God.” 
Acts vii. 56. 

E. What information did Chriſt give 
to Paul concerning his own true charac- 
ter, when he firſt made himſelf known to 
him from heaven, with a view to make 
him his apoſtle and the chief teacher of 
the heathen world ? Does he acquaint 
him, that he himſelf was God, and to be 
zcknowleged as ſuch? 

A. No; very far from it. In that 
heavenly ſtate of glory, the Lord Jeſus 
owns himſelf to be the man that once 
had fer fo long time his abode in the 


mean 
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mean town of Nazareth in Galilee. For 
thus does our apoſtle himſelf relate what 
then paſſed: I fell upon the ground, and 
beard a voice, ſaying unto me; Saul, 
Saul, why perſecutejt thou me? And [I 
anſwered, who art theu, Lord? And be 
faid unto me, I am JEsUs or Naza- 
RETH, whom thou perſecuteſt. Acts 
xii. 7, 8. 

E. In what manner did the apoſtles 
of Chriſt ſpeak of him, in their firſt 
preaching of the goſpel to the world, 
after his reſurrection? 

A. The words of the apoſtle Peter, 
in his firſt ſermon to his countrymen, 
are very remarkable, and deſerve the at- 
tention of all chriſtians. They are 
theſe; Acts ii. 22. Ye men of Tſrael, bear 
theſe words : Feſus of Nazareth, a man 
{a} authorized among you by miracles, 
and wonders and ſigns, which Gad did by 
bim, in the midſt of you, as ye yourſelves 
alſo know. Him ye have taken, be- 
ing delivered up 05 you) by the deter- 


6. minate 


(a) amoZxTuyuoor) not approved, but autho- 
rized, demonſtrated to be the Chriſt, by miracles, &c, 
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minate counſel and foreknowlege of God, 
and by wicked hands have crucified and 
ſlain : whom God hath raiſed up, having 
looſed the pains of death. 

2, What appear hence to be the 
apoſtle Peter's ſentiments concerning 
his divine maſter, and which he was 
defirous the audience ſhould carry away 
with them from his diſcourſe ? 

A. Jeſus of Nazareth, being here 
evidently contradiſtinguiſhed from the 
God and governor of the world, as one 
of the human race moſt highly favoured 
of God; this muſt: have been Peter's 
perſuaſion concerning him, and what 
he was ſtudious to inculcate upon his 
hearers. For he evidently ſpeaks of 
him, as a human being, agree 4 man, 
who died as all others do, though by 
a violent and unjuſt death; but God, 
he ſays, (ver. 24 to 33) vindicated his 
innocence and divine miſſion by reſtor- 
ing him ſoon to life, according to the 
predictions that had been given before 
concerning him. And he farther in- 
forms them, that the great miracles 
they had ſeen wrought by Jeſus among 
them, were not done by any powers of 


his. 
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his own, but by a power from God, 
who thus gave teſtimony to him. 
After which he concludes, with ob- 
ſerving to them, that the dignified cha- 
racter of the Chriſt, the Meſſiah ; and 
the Lord, 1. e. the lawgiver of his 
church and people, of all that did or 
ſhould believe in him; that theſe ho- 
nours were beſtowed upon him by Al- 
mighty God: Therefore let all the houſe 
of Iſrael know, afſuredly, that God hath 
made that ſame Jeſus whom ye have cruci- 
fied, both LoRD and CHRIST. Acts ii. 36. 
The very fame concluſions concerning 
our Saviour, who, and what he was, are 
to be drawn from the manner in which 
Peter afterwards, by divine appoint- 
ment, taught the knowlege of Chriſt and 
of his goſpel to Cornelius, a roman mili- 
tary othcer, of eminent piety and virtue, 
ſtationed in Judea. The account of it 
is contained in Acts x. ver. 34to 44; and 
you will do well to confult it. For it is 
no leſs remarkable than the extract which 
I juſt now gave you from his firſt ſermon: 
and both of them, without all doubt, 
hold forth that ſpecific character of the 
bleſſed Jeſus, by which the apoſtle was 
deſirous 
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guiſhed all over the world. 

Not unlike alſo is St. Paul's firſt ſer- 
mon at Antioch, Acts xiii. 16, 40. to 
a mixed audience of jews and pious 
heathens : only there is one particular 
circumſtance therein to be remarked, 
viz. that he begins with informing the 
heathens, (ver. 17.) that it was the God 
of the people of Iſrael, (the only true 
God and creator of all things) who had 
raiſed up unto Ijrael, of the family of 
David their former king, that Saviour 

Jeſus, in whoſe name he ſpake to them. 
2. You have given ſeveral inſtances 
what it was that the jews and pious hea- 
thens, who already believed in God, were 
taught concerning Jeſus Chriſt, by thoſe 
who firſt preached the goſpel by autho- 
rity from God to them; I ſhould be 
glad to be informed in what manner 
they addreſs themſelves to teach and 
convert the idolatrous heathens ? 

A. We have a remarkable example 
of this in St. Paul's celebrated ſpeech 
at Athens, when ſummoned to declare 
his doctrine before the judges of the 
court of Areopagus. J 


9. What 
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9. What is the method there taken 

by the apoſtle to bring them to the 
knowlege of the goſpel ? 
A. He teaches them that there was 
but one God, the maker, governor, 
and preſerver of all things, ever pre- 
ſent to his creatures, who was to be 
worſhiped in purity of heart, who in- 
ſpeed the actions of men, and would 
call them to ſtrict account for them 
hereafter, by that perſon whom he had 
appointed to teach them his will, of 
which he had given the fulleſt aſſurance 
to all that would attend to it. God, 
that made the world, and all things there- 
in: he, being Lord of heaven and earth, 
dwelleth not in temples made with hands, 
&c. The times of this ignorance God 
winked at; but now commandeth all men 
every where to repent : becauſe: he hath 
appointed a day, in the which be will judge 
the world in righteouſneſs, by the man 
whom he hath ordained ; whereof he hath 
given aſſurance unto all men in that be hath 
raiſed bim from the dead. Acts xviii. 
24. &c. 

9. Why is it, do you imagine, that 
the apoſtle mentions only this fingle cir- 

cum 
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cumſtance to theſe men concerning our 
Saviour, that he was appointed of God 
to be the future judge of men ? 

A. It is probable that St. Luke ſelect- 
ed this for brevity ſake, becauſe'it was 
that which St. Paul principally dwelt 
upon, being what was moſt likely to 
awaken and alarm the minds of theſe 
dark and profligate idolaters, as were 
the greateſt part of thoſe to whom he 
ſpoke ; although it is to be preſumed 
that he gave them other information 
more at large concerning Chriſt and his 
doctrine. 

2; According to this account, which 
St. Luke gives of it, what impreſſion 
was the apoſtle's diſcourſe calculated to 
leave upon the minds of the Athe- 
nians, concerning Jeſus Chriſt ? Would 
they take St. Paul to be a ſetter forth 
of ſtrange gods, in their own way, 
as ſome of them, according to their 
idolatrous notions and prejudices, ſup- 


poſed him to be, before he began to ſpeak; 


and that Jeſus was ſome new God, 
added to thoſe they already had, and 
one whom they had never heard of be- 


fore ? 


A, By 
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A. By no means. Thoſe amongſt 
them who paid any ſerious attention to 
what was uttered by the apoſtle, would 
depart perſuaded, that in Paul's account 
there was but one God, the creator of 
the world; and that Jeſus was a man, ane, 
who was God's meſſenger, and by him 
deſigned and qualified for a high and moſt 
important office in the future world; 
and that therefore it was of great con- 
cernment for them to be acquainted 
with the meſſage and doctrine which 
he delivered from God. 

9. But does not St. Paul, when tak- 
ing leave of the elders of the church of 
Epheſus, call Chriſt, God; where he 
ſays, Acts xx. 28. Take heed therefore 
unto yourſelves, and to all the flock over 
which the holy ſpirit hath made you over- 

feers, ta feed the church of Gop, which be 
bath purchaſed with his own blood? 

A. The beſt and moſt antient manu- 
ſcript copies of the New Teſtament, 
have not here, the church or Gop, but 
the church oF THe Lon p, i. e. of Jeſus ; 
and ſo the moſt ancient fathers cite it, 
and fo without all doubt it ought to be 


read, It is one of thoſe aſtoniſhing 
and 


66 The Carens r. 


and at the ſame time moſt humbling 
conſiderations, that perſons of large and 
improved underſtandings in other re- 
ſpects, ſhould ever entertain the de- 
grading thought, that the moſt high 
God, and creator of all things, could, 
in any ſort or degree, or by any connec- 
_ or union whatever, ſhed blood and 
le. 


INQUIRY Xx. 


What ts the doctrine of the apoſtle Paul, 
concerning God and Chriſt. 


E. J Have reaped fo much benefit, Ar- 
temon, from your attention to my 
inquiries and doubts on theſe intereſting 
ſubjects, that I muſt beg you to indulge 
me with it a little longer. St. Paul, in the 
general turn of his writings, always ſpeaks 
of God as one ſingle perſon, in ſuch 
a way as no one can miſtake him ; and 
in ſome places he particularly aſſerts the 
Divine Unity in the ſtrongeſt terms, and 
ſeems an utter ſtranger to what is 
called the Trinity, or three perſons all 
| together 
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together making up one God. For he 
ſays, 1 Cor. v. To us, (chriſtians) there 
75 but One God, the Father. And Eph. 
iv. 6. There is but One God, and Father 
of all, who is above all, &c. If therefore 
there be any meaning in words, I muſt 


_ conclude that the apoſtle believed that 


there was no other perſon who was God, 
but the Father. And yet there are 
ſeveral paſſages in his epiſtles, in which 
he appears to ſpeak of Jeſus Chriſt as 
being the moſt high God, and creator 
of all things. For example, in his epiſtle 
to the Romans (ix. 5.) he fays of 
Chriſt, that he it over all, God, blefſed 


for ever. If Chriſt be the God over 


all, bleſſed for ever, are there not then 
two Gods, contrary to our apoſtle's re- 
aſſertion, that there is but one 
God, the Father ? Surely he could not 
ſo flatly contradi& himſelf, and fay, 
that Chriſt was another God, when he 
had maintained that there was but one 
God, the Father? I ſhould be glad to 
know where the miſtake lies in this 
matter; for ſome miſtake I am ſure 


there muſt be, 
A. If 
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A. If men had not been prepoſſeſſed 
with the notion of Chriſt being the moſt 
high God, they could never have applied 
theſe words of the apoſtle to him. If 
you turn to the place, Rom. ix. v. you 
will fee that he is enumerating and ex- 
tolling the religious advantages, and pri- 
vileges of the jewiſh people, and cloſes 
the whole with ſaying, Of whom, as 
concerning the fleſh, Chriſt came ; 1. e. 
that even Chriſt himſelf was a man of 
the jewiſh nation. Now can any one 
imagine, that St. Paul, after having ſaid 
this, ſhould go on to add, that this fame 
perſon of their kindred and nation, an 
Iſraelite born, was the moſt high God, 
bleſſed for ever: a thing that muſt have 
| ſhocked them, and turned them againſt 
every thing elſe that he could offer, as 
they were unmoveably rooted in this, 
that there was no other God beſides Je- 
hovah, the God of their Fathers. No: 
an unprejudiced reader would ſee that 
after the words, Of whom, as concerning 
the fleſh, Chrift came, ſhould be put a 
full ſtop. And then to follow, in a ſen- 
tence by itſelf, God, who is over all, be 
bleſſed for ever. This, as the learned 


know, 
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know, is a proper conſtruction of the 


apoſtle's words, and it is very agreeable 


to his manner of writing, to throw in 
ſuch a devout ejaculation, and then pro- 
ceed with his ſubject a/. 

E. But does not St. Paul aſſert, that 
there is another God, equal to the Fa- 
ther, when he ſays, (Philip. ii. 6.) that 
Chriſt Jeſus thought it no robbery to le 
equal with Gad ? 

A. Engliſh readers are much impoſed 
{b) upon by ſuch a tranſlation of the 
apoſtle's 


(a) Some may approve the very probable read- 
ing of the apoſtle's words, offered to the world by 
Dr. Whitby, and others after him, viz. whoſe, or 
(of whom) are the fathers ; and from whom is Chriſt ac- 
cording to the fleſh ; whoſe or (of whom) is the God 
over all, bleſſed for ever. Whitby's Laſt Thoughts, 
Pp. 80. 


(>) The following hymn, which goes upon the 
idea of there being two equal Gods, and one of 
them a man, ſhews one of the unhappy conſe- 
quences of authorizing ſuch a wrong tranſlation 
and perverſion of the apoſtle's words. 
© Yet there is One of human frame, 

«*« Jeſus, array'd in fleſh and blood, 

« Thinks it no robbery to claim 

A full equality with God. 

Their glory ſhines with equal beams; 
Their eflence is for ever one, 


«© Tho' 
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apoſtle's words. The learned know that 
they mean no ſuch thing : that inſtead 
of, be thought it no robbery to be equal 
with God; it ſhould be tranſlated, he 
did not eagerly coyet to be like to God, 
to appear in the likeneſs of God; i. e. 
was not ambitious, or fond of exert- 
ing thoſe divine powers which had 
been beſtowed upon him: on account 
of which he is juſt before ſaid to have 
been in the form (i. e. likeneſs) of God ; 
i. e. to have ſuch an outward reſem- 
blance of him as thoſe divine powers gave 
him. © So that our apoſtle does indeed 
aſſert that our Saviour was poſſeſſed of 
high divine powers in which he reſembled 
the moſt high God: but at the ſame 
time, he goes on to ſay, that Chriſt was 
ſo far from being himſelf God, or 759 
equal 
© Tho” they are known by different names, 
* The Father-God, and God the Son. 
«<< Then let the name of Chriſt our King, 
With equal honours be ador'd.“ 
Watts. Hymn li. book 2. 
)) It is a paraphraſe by no means warranted by 
the apoſtle's language, which biſhop Hurd, in his 
ſermons, lately publiſhed, vol. ii. p. 164, has given 
of thoſe words of our engliſh tranſlation, he thought 


it no rebbery to be equal with God; i. e. ©* Jeſus, 
| «© Chriſt 


— — —_—— — — — 


RY a, ene „ „ «a & 
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equal to him; that he was even de- 
pendent upon God for theſe divine 
powers, as well as for every thing ele 

that 


* Chriſt, (ſays his lordſhip) was in no haſte to 
<< ſeize upon, and aſſert his right of equality with 
«© God.” For it is a circumſtance well known to 
the learned, that the word i995, which his lord- 
ſhip would have to convey the idea of equality 
here, does frequently ſignify a reſemblance, a 
likeneſs only; and the propriety of giving that 
ſenſe to it in this place, is confirmed by this, that 
it is a word that admits of degrees of compariſon, 
(79705, 170]zTos, which cannot be afferted of 


—_ equal, that they are more or leſs equal. 
4 


Sce Mhitly in loc. and Emyln, vol. i. p. 92. note. 
St. Paul therefore gives no countenance whatever 
to ſuch an interpretation of his words. Moreover, 
his lordſhip ſurely did not ſufficiently attend to the 
conſequences of maintaining that Chriſt claimed a 
right of equality with God. For, the aſſerting him 
to be equal to God (to uſe the words of an able 
commentator) mult of neceflity carry in it an aſ- 
ſertion of a plurality of Gods. If there be a God, 
and another who is equal to him in nature, per- 
fections, and dominion, the latter muſt be as truly 
a God, in the higheſt and moſt abſolute ſenſe as the 
former ; and when men have faid all they can, a 
Gd and a Gad are as certainly twa Gods, as a man and 


r aman are two men. Nor can this be evaded, by pre- 
tending that they are not two Gos, becauſe they 


are one and the ſame Being, afid fo one and the 


ſarggag{&o0d ; for the inſpired writers are utter ſtrang- 
erk uch aſſertions, that a Being is equal w ; t- 
5 ö a.” 


Pd 


” 
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that he poſſeſſed, which were God's gra- 
ciaus gift to him. Wherefore God bath 
highly exalted him, and GRAC1ouSLY 
BESTOWED upon him [*xa;10a70] @ name 
which it above every name; that at the 
name of Jeſus every knee ſhould bow, of 
things in heaven, and things in earth, and 
things under the earth; and that every 
tongue ſhould confeſs that Feſus Chriſt is 
Lord, to the glory of God, the Father. 
Philip. ii. 9, 10, 11. | 
E. But how ſhall I get over that other 
paſſage of St. Paul, without allowing 
that he looked upon Chriſt as God; 
where he maintains that all things were 
created by him; (Coloſ. i. 16.) For by 
bim, (ſays he) were all things created 
that are in heaven, and that are in 
earth, viſible and inviſible, whether they be 
thrones, or dominions, or principalities, or 
Powers; 


ſelf.“ I would farther add; ſhould not thoſe perſons 
who thus give to Almighty God an equal, and one 
who, in this very paſſage, is ſaid to have ſuffered 
death, in obediencetoGod ; ſhould not they conſider 
thoſe awful demands made of old to the idolatrous 
Iſraelites ? © To whom then will ye liken me? or ſhall 
4 be equal, ſaith the holy One ® To whom will ye bken 
me, and make me equal, and compare me, that we may be 
lite? Ifaiah xl. 25. xlvi. 5. 


& 
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Sowers 3 all things were created by bim 
and for him. 

A. You may be atlured, that what- 
ever meaning is to be put upon theſe 
words, St. Paul had no defign in them 
of aſſerting that Chriſt was God; be- 
cauſe in the verſe immediately before 
he ſtiles him, the image of the inviſible 
Gad: i. e. he declares him not to be 
the inviſible God, but a reſemblance of 
him, one of the moſt dignified of his 
creatures, who had the honour to be 
made moſt like unto him. For what- 
ever is not God, muſt be a creature. 
There is nothing between. 

Moreover it is utterly impoſſible that 
our apoſtle ſhould here aſcribe the crea- 
tion of the world to Chriſt, for the two 
following reaſons ; firſt; becauſe no pious 
jew could believe there were two crea- 
tors; but that it was one lingle perſon, 
Jehovah, who was the only creator of 
all things. For this is an idea that 
runs through the whole bible, whilit the 
doctrine is thus moſt expreſsly laid down 
on particular occaſions : © O Lord G 
of hoſts, God of Ijrael, that dwelleſt be- 
tween the cherubims ! Thou art God, even 


E Thou 
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Thou alone, of all the kingdoms of the 


earth ; Thou haſt made heaven and earth. 
II. XXXVIIi. 16. Thus ſaith the LORD, 
the holy one of Iſrael, and his Mater; I 
have made the earth and created man up- 
on it : I, even my hands, have ſtretched out 
the heavens.” Iſ. xlv. 11, 12, &c. 
Secondly ; St. Paul, in his ſermon at 
Athens, tells them (Acts xvii.) that God, 
who made the world, and all things therein : 
HE, that ſingle perſon, and no other, had 
appointed the man, Chriſt Jeſus, to be 
the judge of mankind under himſelf, at 
ſome future day.” It is impoſſible that 
any thing ſhould be more diſtinguithed 
and different from God, the Maker of 
the world, than Chriſt is here marked 
n | 
E. You have ſatisfied me, that St. 
Paul never believed, and therefore could 


never intend to ſay, (a) that Chriſt was 
the 


(a) It may be thought that there is a text omit- 
ted by Euſebes, that overturns all this reaſoning, 
and ſhews that, our apoſtle, whatever ſelf-con- 
tradition there might be in it, actually aſſert- 
ed Jeſus Chriſt to be the creator of all things. 
It is in Epheſians iii. 9. where he treats of the 
any/tery, which from the begi:ing of the world hath 


been 


The Cargenisr. 75 


the creator of the world. But as he 
here ſays, that by him all things were 
created, &c. I deſire to know what it is 
that I am to underſtand by the words 
he here uſes ? 

A. You are to obſerve, that St. Paul 
is writing to a church or congregation 
of chriſtians, conſiſting of jews in part, 
but principally of heathen idolaters, in 
whom a mighty change had been 
wrought by their having been brought 
to the knowlege of the goſpel ; which 
our apoſtle expreſſes after his manner in 
ſtrong figurative language, v1z. ver. 13. 
that Ged had delivered them from the 
power of darkneſs, and had tranſlated 
them into the kingdom of his dear Son; 
1. e. brought them out of a ſtate of ig- 
norance and depravity to the knowlege 
of the goſpel of Chriſt; and that ver. 
14. in him they had redemption (or de- 
E 2 liverance) 


Been hid in Ged., tuho created ail things by Jeſus 
Chr i/?. But it is to be obſerved, that the words 
by Feſus Chrijt, are wanting in the beſt manu- 
{cripts, and ancient verſions of the N. T. neither 
are they found in Lertullian, Jerom, Ambroſe, &c. 
and are rejected by Mill, Bengelius, and Wetitein 
and therefore ſhould not be put in our Bibles, ay 
part of St, Paul's writings, 
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liverance) through his blood, even the 
forgiveneſs of ſins : 1. e. they had an aſſu- 
rance of the divine pardon and acceptance 
for ever (for that is the full meaning of 
this goſpel-phraſe, the forgiveneſs of 
ins,) by the blood of Chriſt, 1. e. by his 
death, by which he confirmed the truth 
of the doctrine he taught, concerning 
the divine mercy and benignity. After 
this, ver. 15. he goes on to raiſe and 
exalt their ideas of Chriſt ; calling him, 
the image of the invi/ible God, the firſt- 
born of every creature : the image of the 
inviſible God, becauſe the wiſdom, 
power, and goodneſs of God were ma- 
nifeſted by him, and ſeen in him: the 
fir/t-born, the chief, of every creature, as 
the firſt- born is the chief or head of the 
family; ,of every creature 1. e. of all 
mankind, jews and gentiles, now unit- 
ed together as one people, and become 
new creatures or a {a} new creation. 
After which, our apoſtle's imagination 

catching 


(a) In another place, St. Paul tiles chriſtians 
new creatures; If any man be in Chriſt, (i.e. a 
Chriſtian) he is @ new creature. Old things are pft 
away ; bchold ALL THINGS ARE BECOME NEW. 
2 Cor. v. 17. 
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catching flame, at it were, at the idea 
of the chriſtian world being a new mo- 
ral and ſpiritual creation, he goes on after 
his wonted fine rhetorical "manner, to 
amplify and recommend the character 
of Chriſt, as the author of this new 
creation, as if every being in the uni- 
verſe took part in it, and was affected 
by it; for by bim, proceeds the apoſtle, 
were all things created, that are in hea- 
ven, and that are in earth, viſible and in- 
wiible, ohether they be thrones, &c. 

E. Have you any precedent or ex- 
ample to produce from any other part 
of the ſcriptures, for ſpeaking of the 
new eſtabliſhment of things by Jeſus 
Chriſt, the reformation of mankind by 
his goſpel, in ſuch a magnificent ſtile, 
as if heaven and earth were changed and 
created anew by it? 

A. Yes: there is an example fo much 
to the point, in the book of the propher 
Ifaiah, that it is not unlikely but our 
apoſtle might borrow his language from 
him. For that lofty animated prophet, 
treating beforehand of the happy effects 
of the goſpel, introduces the Almighty 
Being dzclaring; ** Bebold, I create new 

G2: beavens, 
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heavens, and a new earth; and the for- 
mer ones ſhall not be remembered, neither 
ſhall they be orought to mind any more. 
But ye ſhall rejoice and exult in the age 
to come, which I create {a).” If. Ixv. 
17, 18. ; 

E. There is another paſlage, at the 
entrance of the epiſtle to the Hebrews, 
in which St. Paul ſpeaks of he worlds 
being made by Chriſt. I am thoroughly 
ſatisfied from the arguments you have 
alledged, that the apoſtle did not be- 
Heve, and therefore did never intend to 
call Chriſt, the creator of the world: 
but I ſhall be glad to know how you 
explain his meaning in this place, where 
he ſays ; God, who at ſundry times, and 
in divers manners, ſpake in times paſt un- 
fo the fathers by the prophets, hath in 
theſe laſt days ſpoken unto us by his Son, 
whom he hath appornted beir of all ys 
by whom alſo he made the worlds: who be- 
mg the brightneſs of his glory, and the 
expreſs image of his perſon, and upbolding 
all things by the word of bis (viz. God's) 
power, &c. Heb. i. 1, 2, 3. ©2 x hope 


(a) See By. Lowth's moſt valuable tranſlation ; 
which I have all along cited, 
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A. I hope that now, in no long 


time, all chriſtians will come to tee, as 
you do, that there is but one only true 
God, and creator of all things ; and that 
Jeſus Chriſt, and all other beings depend 
upon him for all things, and are tuch 
only to us as he makes them to be. In 
this paſſage, of St. Paul, (Heb. i. 1.2) of 
which you are deſirous to have a ſolu- 
tion, you are to know, that our engliſh 
tranſlation does not give the proper 
meaning of the apoſtle's words, which 
ſhould be rendered, for whom br made 
the ages, and not, by whom be made the 
worlds. For I" «, for whom, is equally - 
agreeable to the original greek. And the 

word cv, gons, Which we tranflate 
worlds, properly ſignifies ages, or fixed 
periods of time, in which certain things 
are done. In reference to which, the 
time, or times of the law, or of God's 
diſpenſation to the Iſraelites under Moſes, 
is peculiarly called the age, air, eon; or 
ages, alone, cons, by our Saviour and the 
writers Ja of the New Teſtament. Thus 
E 4 at 


{ 2) See Locke on 1 Cor. ii. 7. Biſhop Pearce 
well tranſlates Matt. xxiv. 3. not, the end of the 
WORLD 
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at taking his final leave of his diſciples, 
Matt. xxviii. 20.) Tefus ſaid; not, Ja Tam 
With you alway, even unto the end of the 
WORLD, as in our common tranſlation ; 
but, % I am with you alway, even unto 
be end of tbe AGF, Tz glos, of the con 3 
4. e. of the jewiſh age; as Biſhop Pearce 
well renders and paraphraſes it. And St. 
Paul, 1 Cor.x. 11. ſpeaking of the Al- 
mighty's former viſitations of the Iſrael- 
ites for their wickedneſs, ſays; Now 400 
theſe things happened unto them for exam- 
pres, aud were written: for our admonition : 
not, upon whom the ends of the WORLD are 
come, as we now tranſlate it ; for St. Paul 
had no ſuch thing in his thoughts ; bur, 
upon whom the ends of the AGES are 
come, Toy exorar, Of the cans; the end of 
the times of the law; i. e. who live un- 
der the goſpel diſpenſation. Hence we 

may 


WORLD, but the end of the AGE, i e. “ of the age, 
during which the jewiſh church and ſtate was to 
*« Jaſt.” and Joh. ix. 32. not ſince the world began; 
but «x Tx awros, from the eon, from the age; 1. e. 
from the begining of the time that the law of Moſes 
has ſubſiſted, there are no records of any one thus 
miraculouſly opening the eyes of any one that was 
born blind. See alto that valuable commentator, 


on Acts iii. 21.— 


=# 
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may conclude, that it was at that time 
well underſtood, and a familiar way of 
ſpeaking with the jews, to call the time 
of the Moſaic difpenfation, the age, or 
ages; and moſt probably was borrow- 
ed, as Mr. Locke obſerves, from the 
circumſtance of their counting by ages, 
jubilees, periods of fifty years. In a- 
greement with this ſtile of ſpeech, and 
much in confirmation of the conftruc- 
tion here put upon the apoſtle's words, 
Almighty God, by the prophet Ifaiah, 
calls the future times of the Mefſiah, (as 
juſt now cited by me) ? he age to come, which 
{ create. Iſa. Ixv. 18. And in like manner, 
by the fame prophet, Chriſt is foretold 


to be (ix. 6.) Th Father of {a} the age to 
E. 5 came, 


(4) Surely it is high time to correct that known 
falſe reading, and moſt glaring ſelf-contradiction 
in our engliſh bibles, in this famous prophecy of 
Llaiah ix. 6. In which, Chriſt, who is ſpoken of 
expreisly in the very place, as a child te be bers at 
tome future time, is nevertheleſs ſtiled the everlaſt- 
ing Father, inſtead of the Father of the age ta come. 
It is not ſufficient that learned men kaove this. 
perverſion of the ſacred text. It ſhould be made 
plain and evident to all; as we find ignorant chriſ- 
tians of all ranks, the higheſt as well as the loweſt, 
continually milled by it to dak and debaſing no- 

tiens 
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come, i. e. the perſon who was to begin 
that future age; or, in our apoſtle's 
words, he, for whom God made or cre- 
ated the ages; with reſpe&t to whom 
he diſpoſed or conſtituted his ſeveral 
extraordinary diſpenſations to mankind, 
and their different periods. 
E. But does not our apoſtle, ſoon 
after, in this epiſtle to the hebrews, 
cite a paſlage from the ſcriptures of the 
Old Teſtament, in which Chriſt is ex- 
preſsly ſtiled God; where we read thus, 
Unto the Son be ſaith; thy throne, O God, 
ic for ever and ever. Heb. i. 8. 

A. It is well known, Euſebes, to the 
learned, that this paſſage, which is taken 
from Pfalm xlv. 6. may with equal pro- 
priety from the original hebrew, be tranſ- 


lated 3 


tions of the eternal unchangeable God. Ts it to be 
onde red that many reject a revelation which is 
tuppoſed to autharize fuch deſcriptions of the Deity 
as the following ? 
« This Iifant is the mighty Gad, 
„ C:me to be fuckPd and ader d; 
« Th Eternal Father, Prince of Peace, 
„ The Son of David, and his Lord.” 
Nutte, Hymn xiii. Book r. 
How much to be regretted that this worthy 
author did not revite and purge bis hymns before 
his death; if he did intend it, as ſome ſay he did 


— 
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lated; Gad is thy throne for ever and ever. 
And the Ixx. tranſlation rather favours 
this conſtruction. To which I would. 
add, that as the perſon here ſpoken of, is, 
in the next verſe, declared to be honoured 
and exalted by God, hrs God, to whom he 
owed every thing, for his eminent vir- 
tue and love of righteoutneſs ; it is more 
natural and fitting to underſtand the 
words in this ſenſe, which they will juſt- 
ly and properly bear ; and not to con- 
fider them as addreſſed to Chriſt as a 
God; becauſe it is not the ftile of the 
{criptures to to addreſs any being but the 
only true God. 


INQUIRY XI. 


FW hat is the doctrine of the apoſiles, amen, 
and Peter, concerning Gad and Chriſt. 


E.J* there any thing in the other writ- 

ings of the apoſtles, that can induce 

as to imagine that they ſuppoſed their 

great maſter, Jeſus, to be the moſt high 

God; or that there was any other God. 
but the Father only? 

4 $: . | 
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A. Inthe epiftles of James, and Peter, 
there is certainly nothing of the kind 
to be found (a. For in James i. 27. 


UL. 9. 


(a) I was much ſurpriſed to obſerve biſhop 
Hurd, in his newly publiſhed diſcourſes, citing the 
apoſtle Peter for holding forth the doctrine of Three 
Divine Perſons, who are ineffably one God, and com- 
mending him for accurately diſtinguiſbing the we- 
[pective offices of theſe Three Divine Perſons : be- 
cauſe the authority of men of his character and 
Tank in the church of which he is a member, is 
apt to weigh much more than it ought to do with 
the many, who will not judge for themſelves. It 
does not, however, look well in perſons who are 

advancing things /ftrange to natural reajon, as his lord - 
ſhip terms this doctrine, to endeavour to depreciate 
that natural light, which comes from God, as much. 
as any ſupernatural one. But it is more blame- 
able when holy ſcripture is wrongly and careleſsly 
quoted for fuch a purpoſe, as is done by the biſhop- 
on this occation. For he ſhould have known, that 
when St. Paul ſays, 1 Cor. it. 14. the natural man 
ceiveth nat the things af the ſpirit of Ged, our englifh 
verſion is wrong; and it ought to have been render- 
ed the ſenſual man, as the ſame word v$uxi*95, is tran- 
flated, James iii. 17. And alſo when our Saviour 
tells his apoſtles, John xiv. 17, that the world can- 
not receive the ſpirit of truth, &e. it was eaſy to ſee 
that he means only the corrupt maſs of mankind. 
In both cafes are to be underſtood, not as the 
bithop ſuppoſes, thoſe who make uſe of their natural 
_reafon, but thute who neglected to uſe it. On 
* this aflurance then,” ſays his lordſhip, (but in 
which 
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11.9. it is plainly and expreſsly inti- 
mated that there is no God but the Fa- 
ther, 


which he is wholly unſupported by the authority 
on which it is built, } „Ve may reaſanably believe 
«© what by reaſon, we cannot underſtand. And the 
& ſubſtance of what we are to believe on this 
*« whole ſubjeR, is contained in a ſingle text of 
« St. Peter, where the Three Divine Perſons, 
net ineffably one Gad, the Trinity in Unity, whom we 
adore, and their refpettive offices, are accuratel 

« diſtinguiſhed. For in the opening of his firſt 
«© epiſtte, he pronounces the chriſtians, to whom 
© he writes, elect, that is, entitled to ſalvation, 
according to the foreknowlege and predetermi- 
nation of God the Father, through the ſanctifi- 
cation of the ſpirit unto obedience, and ſprink- 
* ling of the blood of Jeſus Chrift.” Biſhop 
Hurd's ſermons, vol. ii. p. 317, 312, 313. It 
would be difficult for any one to find out three per- 


ens, who are ene Gad, in theſe words of the apoſtle, 


1 Pet. i. 2. unleſs he came prepared and reſol ved ts 
put ſuch a conſtruction upon them. For there is 
no other perſon mentioned as God, but the Father: 
and whether by the ification of the ſpirit in 


conſequence of the election of thoſe chriſtians to 


whom he writes, be underſtood their being hap- 
pily diſtinguiſhed and ſeparated from the reſt of the 
world, by embracing the doctrine which was con- 
firmed by the extraordinary gifts of the ſpirit of 
God ; or, the falutary effects wrought in their 
hearts and lives by the goſpel, which was dictated 
by the ſame ſpirit; either way, we have no new 
divine perſon named, that can be called God; no- 


thing 
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ther: Pure religion and undefiled before 
God, even the Father, is this, &c. And 
Therewith bleſs we God, even the Fa- 
ther. And it is aſſerted, ii. 19. that 
there is only one God: But if Jeſus 

; ” Chriſt 


thing but the power of God. And if the ſprinkling 
7 the blood of Feſus Chriſt be ſpoken in alluſion to 

xod. Xxiv. 7, 8. and applied to the bleſfings of 
the chriſtian covenant, the pardon of fn unto eter- 
nal life by the goſpel, which Jeſus Chriſt ſealed 
by the ſhedding of his þlood, or confirmed by dying 
in atteſtation of it: be it in this, or in any other ſenſe 
that the words are to b- underſtood, ſtill we have no 
other Divine Perfon that can either be called God, 
or a perſon, or part of the one God. We may not 
ſcruple farther to pronounce, that the apoſtle Peter 
is much injured by this miſrepreſentstion of his ſen- 
timents conceraing God and Chriſt. For upon one 
occaſion we find this fervent apoſtle receiving high 
commendations from his divine maſter, Jeſus, for 
his honeſt confeſſion, in owning him t be the Chriſt, 
the Son of the living God; (Matt. xvi. 13--17) when 
almoſt all others diſowned him in that character. 
But will the biſhop ſay, chat Chriſt can be Son of 
the living God, and the living God himſelf, at 
one and the ſame time? and if he be the Son of 
the living God, that is, received his being from 
-him, how can he be equal to the living God the 
Father, from whom he received his being? See 
alſo Peter's declaration of his ſentiments concern- 
ing God and Chriſt, very different from thoſe his 
lordſhip would fix upon him, in Acts ii. 2a, to 


373 iii. 13, 22 5 iv. 24, 27. 
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Chriſt were God, there would be Fu 
Gods. And 1 Peter i. 3. God is called 
the God and Father of our Lord Yeſus 
Chri/t; and ver. 21. Chriſt is expreſsly 
contradiſtinguiſhed from God, by the 
attributes of a dependent mortal crea- 
ture being given to him, in that he died, 
and had his life reſtored to him after 
death. But God cannot die, or be re- 
ſtored to life. The expreſſions are very 
ſtrong, and intended to mark that every 
thing, even under the chriſtian diſpen- 
ſation, comes from God, and is to be 
acknowleged as ſuch: By Chriſt, ſays 
he, ye do believe, or are brought to be- 
lieve, in God, who raiſed him from the 
dead, and gave him glory; that your 
faith and hope might be in God. To 
make an end of citations : the genuine 
ſentiments of this apoſtle, that there is 
but one God, who is to be honoured 
and acknowleged by chriſtians, and 
that Jeſus Chriſt is not God, but his 
miniſter and meſſenger to mankind ; 
fully appear by that doxology at the 
concluſion of this epiſtle, viz. The 
God of all favour, who hath called us 
unto his eternal glory by Chriſt Feſus, 

after 


oy 
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after ye have ſuffered awhile, make you 
perfect, flrengthen, ftabliſh you. To him 
be glory and dommion for ever and ever. 
Amen. 1 Pet v. 19, 11. 


INQUIRY XI. 


What is the doctrine of the apoſtle John, tn: 
bis epiſtles, conceruing God and Chriſt ? 


E. J Beg to know, Artemon, what I 

am to make of that ſingular text, 
1 John iii. 16, Hereby perceixe we the 
love of God, becauſe he laid down his life 
for us: Does 1t not, as it now ſtands, 
countenance the ſtrange opinion of God 
dying for us? 

A. You might call it not only a 
ſtrange, but a thocking opinion. 'The 
ſcriptures however are quite clear of the 
imputation of favouring any thing of 
this kind. And in the text you have 
quoted, the words of Gad, are not 
found in any ancient copies of the. 
New Teſtament, except one of no cre- 
dit. They alfo are diſcarded by three of 


the moſt learned enquirers into the ſub- 
e ject, 
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1ect, Mill, Weſtein, and Bengelius. I 
tind them not in the French tranſlations 
of Martin, or of L'Enfant and Beau- 
ſobre. And they ought not to be fut- 
tered any longer to have a place in our 
engliſh bibles ; becauſe they were not 
the words of the apoſtle; and becauſe 
whilſt they remain a part of the ſerip- 
ture, they do great miſchief, by inſtilling 
unbecoming ſentiments of Almighty 
God into the minds of chriſtians; and 
falſe opinions concerning Jeſus Chriſt, 
as if he were really God. 

E. You muſt now give me leave to afk 
your opinion concerning that famous text 
in this firſt epiſtle of John, which ſpeaks 
of three Divine Perſons being one, in 
ſuch plain terms; where the apoſtle ſays, 
For there are three that bear record in 
heaven, the Father, the Word, and the 
Holy Spirit; and theſe three are One. And 
there are tbree that bear witneſs in earth, 
the ſpirit, and the water, and the blood ; 
and theſe three agree in one. 1 John v. 
7, 8. Are not we here taught that the 
Son and holy Spirit are one God with 
the Father? 


A. It 
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A. If the part of this verſe, that ſcems 


to countenance ſuch a notion, were ge- 
nuine, it would not prove that the Three 
here mentioned are ane God. For it is 
not ſaid zheſe three are | us, unus] one 
intelligent being, one Perſon ; but „, 
one thing; i. e. one and the fame Zeſtt- 
mony. But the truth is, the paſſage is 
not of the writing of St. John, but crept 
into ſome latin manuſcripts of the New 
Teſtament in later times, and has 
been thence falſely aſcribed to him 
by the over-great zeal of ſome perſons, 
who were glad to have him a patron of 
their favourite doctrine of the Trinity. 
For the words /in heaven ; the Father, 
the Word, and the Holy Spirit; and 
theſe three are One. And there are 
three that bear witneſs on earth) have 
never been proved to be found in the 
text of any gum manuſcript, before the 
invention of printing : nor in the text of 
any ancient verſion ; nor were cited by 
any of the numerous writers in the whole 
Arian controverſy in the fourth centu- 
ry; and are wanting in all the latin 
copies both before and long after Cy- 
prian's time. They ought therefore 8 
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be eraſed out of our bibles. In the firſt 
engliſh bibles after the reformation, in the 
time of Henry VIII. and Edward VI. 
theſe ſuſpected words were honeſtly 
printed differently from the reſt, to ſig- 
nify that they were wanting in the origi- 
nal; which diſtinction was afterwards ne- 
glected, but ought to have been /a kept 
up, to prevent the nation being impoſed 
upon, and miſled in a point of ſuch 
great moment. And the ſenſe of the apo- 
{tle is very complete 6% without this 

| addition, 


(a) It ought to be mentioned to the credit of 
the author of A New Tranſlation of the New Te/ta- 
ment, extradted from the paraphraſe if Pr. Deddridoe, 
1765; that he has marked theſe words as not 
being thoſe of the apoſtle ; and has alſo left out 
the words of God in 1 John iii. 16. They are alio 
both left out in an edition of the New Teſtament 
in greek and engliſh, printed for Roberts, 1729; 
and perhaps in others that I have not ſeen. 

(5) This explanation is Dr. Clarke's ; Scripture 
Doctrine, p. 231. But ſome may be pleaſed with 
Dr. Lardner's explanation of this obſcure paſlage, 
1 Joh.v. 5, 10, as more agreeing with the apoſtle's 
ſtile and manner. To me, it ſeems, (ſays he) 
that the water, an emblem of purity, {Ezek. 
xxxvi. 25,) denotes the innoccnce of dur Lord's 
life, which was without fpot, exemplary; and 
the reafonableneſs, excellence, and args 

| Q 
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addition, as we find his words given us 
in all the greek manuſcripts and antient 
tranſlations of the New Teſtament, ver. 5. 
Who tis be that overcometh the world, but 
he that believeth that Feſus is the Son of 
God? ver. 6. This ts be that came (i. e. 
was declared and manifeſted to be the 
Son of God) by water and blood (i. e. by 
water, at his baptiſm, when there came 
a voice from heaven, ſaying, This is my 
beloved Son : and by blood, i.e. by his 
death and reſurrection :)--- And it is the 
ſpirit (1. e. the gifts of the holy ſpirit, 
and the power of miracles granted to the 
apoſtles) that beareth witneſs ; becauſe 

ihe 


of his doctrine, which after the ſtricteſt exa- 
mination, and niceſt ſcrutiny, cannot be charged 
with any error or falſhood. The blood denotes 
our Lord's willing and patient, though painful and 
i-nominious death; the utmoſt teſtimony that can 
be given of integrity. The /pzrit intends our 
Lord's many miraculous works, wrought by the 
ſpirit, the finger, the power of God, or God him- 
ſelf. This teſtimony is truth, that is exceeding 
true, ſo that it may be relied upon. For it is un- 
queitionable, and cannot be gainſaid. See John v. 
32, 37-X- 25. Acts ii. 22. Here are three w:t- 
neſſes. And they agree in ane. They are harmoni- 
ous, all ſaying the ſame thing, and concurring in 
the ſame teſtimony.” Lardner's Letter on the 
Logos, &c. p. 163, 165. 
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tbe ſpirit is truth, (ver. 7.) For there 
are three that bear record; the ſpirit, 
the water, and the blood; and thoſe three 
agree in one : or, as ſome antient writers 
read the text; theſe three are one, viz. 
one teſtinony, that Jeſus is the Son of 
God. 7..? 

E. Is there not one other paſſage in 
this epittle, from which ſome have ar- 
gued that Chriſt is to be conſidered as 
the true God ? 

A. The 20th verſe of the fifth chap- 
ter, has by later chriſtians had this 
meaning put upon it, which was never 
thought of in the firſt ages of the goſ- 
pel. Nor would any fince have given 
into fuch an interpretation, had they 
conſidered the words and their connec- 
tion, without prejudice. For it is of 
God, ſa the Father only, that the apo- 
{tle ſpeaks, when he ſays; (1 John v. 20.) 
We know that the San of God 1s come, and 
hath given us an underſtanding that we 
may know him that is True, or rather, 
may know the True God, rer a Gor. (S0 
the moſt and beit manuſcripts have it, 

in 

(a) See Dr. Clarke's Scripture Doctrine, &c. 
9. 342 39s 


94 The CaTEcunisT. 


in like manner as John xvii. 3. The 
apoſtle proceeds). And we are in him 
that is True by his Son, Jeſus Chriſt ; that 
is, in the True God; for fo the conſtruc- 
tion manifeſtly requires it to be under- 
ſtood of the fame perſon as before. He 
theils concludes; This is the True God, and 
eternal life. Little children, keep your- 
ſetves from idols. The meaning is; this 
is the true God, and the way that leads 
to him ; the true religion, and way to 
eternal life, viz. the worſhip of the true 
God according to the directions, or as 
the diiciples of Jefus Chriſt. Beware 
of idol-worſhip. 
E. In the laſt book of the New Teſ- 
tament, I find Almighty God intro- 
duced, and ſpeaking concerning himſelf ; 
(Revel. i. 8.) I am Alpha and Omega, 
the begining and the ending. A little 
after (ver. 11.) Jeſus Chriſt is brought 
in, and ſays; I am Alpha and Omega, 
the firſt and the laſt ; and again, ver. 17, 
18. I am the firſt and the laſt; JI am be 
that livetb and was dead : Are not here 
the ſame titles given to Jeſus Chriſt as to 
Almighty God ? Muſt not he therefore 
be ſome way or other, the Almighty God? 
A That 
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A. That part of the eleventh verſe, 
[1 am Alpia and Omega, the firſt and the 
laſt ; and] is known, and acknowleged 
by all learned men, not to be the writ- 
ing of the apoſtle, being not found in 
the moſt and the beſt manuſcripts, or in 
the antient verſions of the New Teſta- 
ment ; and is therefore juſtly left out of 
ſeveral editions of the greek Teſtament. 
The words then ought not to be re- 
tained in our engliſh bibles. As to 
ver. 17, 18. I am the firſt and the laſt, 
and I am he that lrveth and was dead. 
It is plain theſe words cannot be ſpoken 
of God, but of a creature, who was 
made ſubject to death and mortality. 
If men made any uſe of their under- 
ſtanding, they muſt ſee that ſuch things 
can never be aſcribed to the living and 
true God. 

E. There remains only one paſlage 
more, Artemon, relating to our Saviour 
Chriſt, concerning which I am deſir- 
ous to have your ſentiments. It is 
in Revelation ii. 23. where Chriſt is 
uſhered in ſpeaking concerning him- 
ſelf; „All the cburches ſhall know that 
1 am he that ſearcheth the heart, and the 

reins. 
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reins. Does not this ſeem to imply that 
the perſon who ſpeaks is the omnitcient 
being, is God: for it is the peculiar at- 
tribute of God to know the heart? 

A. A little attention will convinceyou, 
Euſebes, that nothing of this ſort will be 
found to be deducible from our Saviour's 
language in this place. For you muſt 
conſider it in connection with other parts 
of his character, and theaccount which the 
writer of this book gives of him. Now 
St. John thus prefaces his work : ©* The 
Revelation of Feſus Chriſt, which God 

ave unto him, to ſhew unto his ſervants 
things which muſt ſhortly come to paſs.” 
From which it 1s evident, that the book 
contains a revelation, or diſcovery of 
ſuch things as Jeſus did not know of 
himſelt, but had them communicated 
to him from Almighty God. And con- 
ſequently, this ſearching of the heart and 
reins, Which he attributes to himſelf, 
mult be ſuch a degree of knowlege of 
what related to thoſe apoſtolic churches, 
as was imparted to him in that firſt age 
of our religion, when it was thought 
proper that an extraordinary Divine 
power ſhould be exerted in the one 

an 
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and government of the infant chriſtian 
church; and in this latitude, and no far- 
ther, it is to be underſtood. With the 
ſame reſtriction we are to take the apo- 
ſtle Peter's reply to his divine maſter ; 
(John xxi. 17.) Lord, thou knoweſt ALL 
things; thou knoweſt that I love thee. 
He only meant, that by the great power 
he had received from God, the Lord 
Jeſus was acquainted with the ſecret 
thoughts and diſpoſitions of thoſe he 
converſed with, and eſpecially of him- 
ſelf and his fellow apoſtles. This in- 
terpretation is illuſtrated and confirmed 
by thoſe words of the apoſtle John, to 
the perſons to whom he ſeat his firſt 
epiſtle ; ye have an unction from the Holy 
one, and ye know ALL things. 1 John ii. 
20. None will imagine him ta intend to 
deſcribe theſe chriſtians as gods, omni- 
icient. What he therein tells them is, 
that they had the full knowlege of the 
chriſtian doctrine divinely communicated 
to them; eſpecially in what related to 
the perſons he had immediately before 
been ſpeaking of ; whoſe grievous errors 
concerning Chriſt, he ſpecifies immedi- 

ately after ; ver. 21. 22. 
F IN 
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INQUIRY XIII 


: What is the ſentiment and dofirine of | 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles, concerning 
the Spirit, or Holy Spirit. | 


E. yer have convinced me that our 
Saviour Chriſt never intimated, 
in the leaſt degree, that he was the moſt 
high God ; and that neither his apoſtles 
nor the evangeliſts ever taught any thing 
of the kind; but, the contrary. I mutt 
now heg leave to trouble you with my 
inquiries, what it is that the ſcriptures 
really teach concerning the Spirit, or 
boly Spirit. For many chriſtians look 
upon this to be God, the moſt high 
God, equal to the Father ; and accord- 
ingly pray to him and worſhip him. Do 
our Saviour and his apoſtles teach that 
there is any ſuch perton who is God, 
and to be worſhiped by us? | 
A. Our Saviour and his apoſtles ap- 
pear utterly unacquainted with any God, 
or Divine Perſon, called the Spirit, or 
holy Spirit, diſtin& from the heavenly 
FORE: Father 
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Father of all, whom they ſtile the only 
true God. 

9. Upon what grounds do you ſay 
this ? 

A. Upon this ſure ground, that we 
never find that either Chriſt or his apo- 
ſtles either prayed themſelves, or direct- 
ed others to pray and give thanks, or 
pay any religious acknowlegements to 
any ſuch Divine Perſon, called the Spi- 
rit, the holy Spirit, as they do to God, 
the Father, continually ; and which aſ- 
ſuredly they would not have neglected 
here, had there been any ſuch perſon 
who was God, equal to the Father. 
And moreover, although they make 
mention of the gifts of the Spirit, theſe 
gifts are never deſcribed as aſked of, or 
given by the Spirit ; which unqueſtion- 
ably would have been at leaſt ſometimes 
done, had there been any ſuch perſon, 
{a} who was God, and equally with 

| HR the 

a) „Some things in 
T G of vriefts — — * o 


church of England, he did not approve, and 
e could not uſe ; particularly the hymn ; 
Came holy Ghoſt, eternal Gad, 
„ Proceeding from abous, c.“ 
Memoirs of the life of Dr. Sam. Clarke, 
by Mr. Emlyn, p. 493. 
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the Father, to be acknow leged and wor- 

ſhiped. 

E. But does not Chriſt ſpeak of blaſ- 
phemy againſt the holy Spirit, as a fin 

never to be forgiven? And does not 

this argue, that he muſt be God, againſt 

whom this ſin is ſaid to be committed 


A. The paſſage you allude to is 


in Matthew x1i. 31, 32. and runs thus, 


« Wherefore I ſay unto you, all manner 
of fin and blaſphemy ſhall be forgiven unto 
men : but the blaſphemy of the Spirit ſhall 
not be forgiven unto men ; and whoſoever 
peaketh a word againſt the Son of man, 
it. ſhall be forgrven : but whoſoever ſpeak- 
eth againſt the boly ſpirit, it ſhall not be 
Jorgiven him, neither in this world, nei- 
ther in the world to come.” You here 

rceive, that there is no ſuch language 


uſed as that of in againſt the holy Spirit; 


but only Slaſphbemy of the Spirit, or — 
ing againſt the holy Spirit. And it is 


evident, that our Saviour, by the Spirit, 
or holy Spirit, here mentioned by him, 
meant only that divine power, by which 
he was enabled to work the miracle which 
was here cavilled at. For by compar- 
ing the parallel accounts of the — 

trant- 


— — —ꝝ— 
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tranſaction by St. Matthew and St. Luke; 
[Matth. xii. 28. But ¶ I caſt out demons 
by the Spirit of God, then the kingdom of 
God, is come unto you Luke xi. 20. 
But if I with the finger of God caſt out 
demons, no doubt the kingdom of God ts 
come upon you :| you find, that what the 
former calls tbe Spirit of God, the other 
calls the finger of God. From which 
it 15 obvious, that it is not any Divine 
Perſan that is here called the Spirit of 
God, but that it is only the finger or 
power of God, which is ſo termed ; 
that power, by which Chriſt was ena- 
bled to do his miraculous works. And 
the great fin of theſe Jews, called 205 
blaſphemy of the Spirit, er ſpeaking again 

— tt 5 in . that thou 5 
they could not deny the miraculous cure 
wrought by Jeſus upon the demoniac, 
they inſiſted on it being done by a com- 
munication with Belzebub, the prince 
of demons, and not by any power from 
God: which ſhewed their obſtinate and 
incorrigible wickedneſs, and that they 
were incapable of forgiveneſs, becauſe 
incapable of repentance, whilſt ſuch 
diſpoſitions remained in them. 

F 3 


E. Is 
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E. Is the Spirit, or holy Spirit, in 
other places of fcripture, to be under- 
ſtood of an extraordinary power, and 
gift, or gifts from God ; and not as be- 
ing a Divine Per ſon, or intelligent agent? 
A. Yes: it is very generally ſo to be 

underſtood; eſpecially in the writings 
of the New Teſtament. Thus our Sa- 
viour encourages his apoſtles, Matth. x. 
19. 20. When they deliver you up, (to 
be judged for the goſpel ſake) be not 
anxious how or what ye ſhall ſpeak ; for 
it ſhall be given you in the ſame hour what 
ye ſhall ſpeak. For it hot ye that ſpeak, 
but the ſpirit of your Father which jpeak- 
b in you. St. Mark and Luke, in the 
parallel places, call it tbe holy Spirit. 
All of them doubtleſs thereby intended 
the Divine influence. Thus alſo it is 
faid of Chriſt himſelf, John iii. 34. He 
whom God hath ſent ſpeaketh the words of 
God : for God giveth not the ſpirit 4 

meaſure unts him. | 
Sometimes it ſignifies thoſe particular 
extraordinary gifts which were predicted 
and promiſed by Chriſt, and beſtowed 
upon the apoſtles and firſt chriſtians, 
after his reſurrection. Thus after our 
Saviour 


*. 
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Saviour had ſpoken in highly figurative 


terms, borrowed from their ancient pro- 
phets, of ſome great bleſſings which his 
followers wgre to derive from him: the 
ſacred hiſtorian remarks upon it; (John 
vii. 39.) But this ſpake be of the Spirit, 
which they that believe on bim ſhould re- 
ceive: for the holy Spirit was not yet 
given, becauſe that Feſus was not yet glo- 
rified. Here it is obvious, that the 
Spirit, or bely Spirit, ſtands for thoſe ex- 
traordinary divine gifts or powers, that 
were afterwards beſtowed on the fol- 
lowers of Chriſt. 

E. But do not the terms in which our 
Saviour mentions the extraordinary aids 
which would be given to his followers, 
plainly beſpeak the holy Spirit to be a 
real perſon, though inferior to Chriſt, as 
one ſent by him, and in ſome mea- 
ſure put under his direction? As for in- 
ſtance, where he ſays, John xiv. 16, 17. 
J will pray the Father, and he will 
give you another comforter, that be 
abide with you for ever.: even the ſpirit 
of truth, whom the world cannot receive, 
becauſe it feeth him not, neither knoweth 
him. And xvi. 7, &c. It is expedient” 

F 4 for 
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for you, that I go away. For if I go nit 
away the Comforter will not come unte 
you. But if I depart, I will ſend bim unto 
you. I have yet many things to ſay unto 
you, but ye cannot hear them now. How- 
beit, *when he, the ſpirit of truth it come, 
he will guide you into all truth. For be 
hall not ſpeak of himſelf; but whatſoever 
he ſhall hear, that ſhall he ſpeak ; and be 
will ſhew you things to come. He ſhall 
glorify me : for be ſhall receive of mine, 
and ſhall ſhew it unto you. | 
A. Every one muſt interpret and judge 
for himſelf in theſe matters. And fo 
Jong as he looks upon the Spirit to be 
an inferior agent, employed by God, and 
not the moſt high God; there can be 
nothing contradictory to the other parts 
of ſcripture, to ſuppoſe him to be a per- 
ſon really, exiſting. But the contrary 
ſentiment is more agreeable to the gene- 
ral tenor of the ſcriptures, and the ſtile 
in which they are written. Thus, as I 
have had occafion to mention to you be- 
fore in the courſe of -our converſation, 
in the eighth chapter of Proverbs, to 
inculcate the belief of an all-wiſe pro- 
vidence, by which the world was firſt 
made, 
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made, and all things are governed; i/- 
dom is introduced as a Divine Perſon, and 
deſcribed, as dwelling and converſing 
with God from all eternity, and parti- 
cularly engaged and concerned in the 
creation of this world of ours, and in 
the affairs of mankind. St. Paul al ſo, 
1 Cor. xiii. holds forth Charity, or Be- 
nevolence, with the attributes of a per- 
ſon really exiſting and acting. And in 
the ſame way our Saviour, in the words 
which you have juſt now quoted, very 
naturally ſpeaks to his ſorrowful and 
dejected diſciples, of the extraordinary 
aſſiſtance that would be given them after 
his departure from them, under the 
idea of another Comforter or Advocate, 
who would plead their cauſe and be al- 
ways with them ; by whom they would 
be the more fully confirmed in the belief 
of thoſe things which they had heard 
from him, and would have many of 
their prejudices and vain worldly ex- 
pectations removed, which threw a miſt 
before their eyes, whilſt he was in per- 
fon with them; and by whom the de- 
fgn and ſucceſs of his goſpel would be 
promoted ; ; Which he calls his being 

F 5 glorified 
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glorified by the ſpirit. There is a beauty 
and energy in this animated ſtile of de- 
ſcription far beyond that of a plainer 
narrative: nor would it be eaſy to miſ- 
take it, if men did not come to the read- 
ing of the ſcriptures with a wrong bias 
on their minds, to which they bend 
every thing they meet with. 

This interpretation is confirmed, as 
has been often obſerved, by the evange- 
liſt St. Luke, in his book of The As; 
in which he records the fulfilment of 
this promiſe of our Saviour's, of ſending 
the Comforter, the holy Spirit, to his 
diſciples. And there we find no new 
powerful intelligent agent, or divine 
perſon, introduced; but only a plenti- 
ful effuſion of miraculous gifts beſtow- 
ed upon the apoſtles. And there is addi- 
tional ſtrength given to this interpreta- 
tion, from the holy Spirit being the com- 
mon phraſe by which chriſtians ſpoke 
oft theſe extraordinary divine powers, 
which were in the firſt age conferred 
upon them in greatabundance. Thus the 
apoſtle Peter, vindicating the calling of 
the gentiles to the knowlege of the goſ- 
pel by his means, without being made 

ſubject 
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ſubje& to the law of Moſes; ſays, Acts 
xv. 8. God, who knoweth the heart, bare 
them witneſs, giving them the holy Spirit, 
even as he did unto us. And Acts xix. 
2. Paul ſaid unto them ; have ye received 
the boly Spirit ſince ye believed? And 
they ſaid unto bim; we have not jo much 
as heard whether there be any holy Spirit. 
In all theſe inſtances none can doubt 
but that by the boly Spirit is meant 
thoſe miraculous gifts then beſtowed on 
| believers of the gotpel. But fee The 
A&s throughout. | 
E. But how, I pray, am I to inter- 
pret that language of St. Peter, where he 
ſeems expreſsly to ſtile the holy Spirit, 
God? It is in Acts v. 3. where the apoſtle 
is mentioned, as ſaying to the man, who 
pretended he had given in his whole ſub- 
ſtance to the common ftock whilſt he 
had kept back part of it; *©** Ananras, - 
why hath Satan fuled thine beart to lie to 
the holy Spirit, and to keep back part of the 
price of the land ?--thou haſt not lied unto 
men, but unto God.” 

A. Nothing but the force of ſtrong 
early prejudice in favour of the doctrine 
learnt in your childhood, could ever 
make you or any ſenſible perſon enter- 

F 6 taig 
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tain the moſt diſtant thought that there 
was another God, called the holy Spirit, 
or holy Ghoſt, here ſpoken of, diſtinct 
and different from the one living and 
true God, the Father : whom the uni- 
form language of the holy ſcriptures 
throughout proclaimeth to be the only 
true God, and no other perſon whatever 
to be in any way equal or like unto him. 
There is no difficulty in comprehending 
that Ananias might be ſaid by lying to 
the holy Spirit to lie to God himſelf ; 
fince {endeavouring to paſs a fraud upon 
the apoſtles, who acted by a divine ex- 
traordinary power, amounted to the ſame 
as endeavouring to impoſe upon God 
himſelf, from whom they received that 
power, and whoſe miniſters they were. 
So Luke x. 16. our Lord fays to his 
apoſtles; *©** He that deſpiſetb you, de- 
tpiſeth me ; and he that deſpiſeth me, de- 


bßpiſetb him that ſent me. Now although 


he that deſpiſed the apoſtles, deſpiſed 
not only Chriſt, but God himſelf; it 
did not hence follow, that Chriſt was 
God, or that his apoſtles were Gods. 
E. In what way, Artemon, do you 
interpret that pious concluſion of one 
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of St. Paul's epiſtles ; (2 Cor. xii. 14. 

The grace (or favour) of tbe Lord Feſus 
Chriſt, and the love of God, and the com- 
munion of the haly Spirit, be with you all? 


Is not the holy Spirit put there upon 


the ſame rank with God himſelf; 
and ſaid to communicate bleſſings to 
chriſtians ? | 
A. You well know, Euſebes, that 
it is by no means to be inferred from 
things or perſons being coupled in this 
manner together, that they are there- 
fore all of the ſame kind or rank : for 
if ſo, you might conclude that the an- 
gels were Gods, from that paſſage in 
1 Tim. v. 21. [I charge thee before God, 
and the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, and the elect 
angels ; and ſo on. The apoſtle here, by 
ſaying, the communion of the holy ſpirit be 
with you, intends only to expreſs a devout 
with, that they towhom he writes might 
be partakers of the extraordinary gifts, 
and of all the bleſſings of the goſpel. 
E. Jam often at a loſs how to under- 


T ſtand that exhortation of the apoſtle, 


Eph. iv. 30. Grieve not the holy ſpirit of 
God, whereby ye are ſealed unto the day 
of redemption. Does it not imply _ 
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the holy Spirit is a diſtin& divine per- 
ſon, who takes an intereſted part in the 
affairs of man's ſalvation ? 

A. You will find it very eaty and in- 
telligible, without recurring to ſuch 
ſtrange and groundleſs ſuppoſitions, by 
taking this along with you in your in- 
terpretation of it; v7z. that the Spirit, 
or holy Spirit of God, is tometimes put 
for God himſelf; as the ſpirit of a nian 
ſignifies the man himſelf. This is taught 
by St. Paul, 1 Cor. u. 11. when he ob- 


ſerves ; what man knoweth the things of 


a man, ſave the ſpirit of a man which ts 
bim ? even fo the things of God knoweth 
no man but the Spirit of God. This ex- 
hortation then, of nct grieving the Holy 
Spirit of God, is to be underitood, of not 
grieving the Almighty Being himſelf, 
who had ſealed, &c. i. e. had favoured 
theſe Ephcfian chriſtians with the extra- 
ordinary gifts of the Spirit. And to him ĩt 
is they were not to give concern, by their 
improper behaviour and miſmanagement 
of his gifts. The very ſame phraſe is 
uſed by the prophet Iſaiah, as expreſſive 
of the moſt compaſſionate regards of 
Almighty God for his people Iſrael : 

when 


— . — 
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when (| 


peaking of their great wicked- 
neſs, he fays ; they rebelled and grieved 
his holy Spirit, Ifaiah Ixiii. 10. 

Or, perhaps, you may not diſlike 
this other interpretation ; viz. that the 


holy Spirit, which they were not to 


grieve, is put for perſons who were en- 
dowed with the extraordinary gifts of 
the Spirit. As when St. Paul ſays; Acts 
XX. 23. The holy Spirit witneſſeth in every 
city; ſaying, that bonds and affiiftions 
abide me ; he means it of perſons who 
had the holy Spirit, to whom an extra- 
ordinary divine revelation had been made 
of the ſufferings he was to undergo for 
the ſake of the goſpel. So here like- 
wiſe, (and it admirably ſuits the con- 
nection of the apoſtle's diſcourſe with 
what goes before and follows after,) he 
is to be underſtood as ſaying ; © Grieve 


not, by your light converſation or diſ- 


ſenfions, thoſe good men, who labour 
for your falvation: for which ſervice 
they have the extraordinary gifts and 
aſſiſtance of the ſpirit of God beſtowed 
upon them.” 

9. I ſhall trouble you with but one 
queition more on this matter, and that 
is, tok now at what time it was, that 

| chriſtians 
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chriſtians - firſt began publicly to ac- 
knowlege the Holy Spirit as a diſtinct 
God, and object of worſhip; which you 
have proved to me to have no authority 
or ſupport from the word of God ? 

A. It is a fact of great notoriety, that 
the Holy Spirit was not publicly ac- 
knowleged as God, and to be worthip- 
ed as ſuch, for the firſt three hundred 
years after Chriſt. It is alſo remarkable, 
that at the famous council of Nice, in the 
year 325, all that was inſerted about the 
holy Spirit, was barely, I believe in the 
holy Spirit.” That which makes the prin- 
. Cipal part of the Nicene Creed now, relat- 
ing to the Holy Spirit, did not originally 
belong to it, but was added about —_ 
acentury afterwards, in the ſecond gene 
ral council, as it is called, of Conſtanti- 
nople. The words then added were theſe; 
The Lord and Giver of life, who pro- 
«© ceedeth from the Father and the Son, 
« who with the Father and the Son to- 
e gether, is worſhiped and glorified, who 
4 ſpake by the prophets. So that there is 
no colour of foundation in the holy ſcrip- 
ture for the belief of any perſon called 
the Spirit, or holy Spirit, as being God: 

and 
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and the worſhip of this Spirit, as a 
Divine Perſon, did not become pub- 


licly authorized among chriſtians, till 


they were ſinking into the very dregs of 
pagan idolatry. For, about this period, 
thatis, at the latter end of the fourth cen- 
tury, came in the worſhip of dead men 
and women, called Saints; and the wor- 
ſhip of their bones, hair, garments, and 
other things belonging to them, called 


relics. 


INQUIRY XIV. 


Of the origin of the very early and laſting 
errors among chriſtians, concerning God 
and Chriſt. 


E. J Am highly obliged to you, Arte- 
mon, for the ſatisfaction you have 
given me in all my queſtions and doubts 
that I have propoſed to you. You have 
demonſtrated - to me, 3 the ſacred 
writings, and the words of Chriſt and 
his apoſtles in particular; that there is 
no other perſon who is God, but the 
Father only. If it would not detain 
you 
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you too long, I would beg the favour 
of you, before we part, to ſet my mind 
at reſt a little, by acquainting me, how 
it came to pats; by what ſteps and de- 
grees it was, that the whole chriſtian 
world fell away from this knowlege and 
adoration of the one only and true God, 
the Father, and joined two other per- 
tons with him, whom they called God 
the Son, and God the holy Ghoſt, or 
holy Spirit ; each of whom they looked 
upon as equally God with the Father, 
and equally to be adored by them? 

A. You muſt not miſtake here, Euſe- 
bes. All chriſtians did not decline from 
the worſhip of the one living and true 
God, the Father, to the worſhip of 
two other perſons, who were not 
Gods. The jews, who in no ſmall num 

ber at firſt embraced chriſtianity, a 


never 


(a) Ancients and moderns bear teſtimony to the 
ſtedfaſt adherence of theſe jewiſh chriſtians to the 
doctrine of the Divine Unity, although ſome of 
theſe chriſtian writers, who had degenerated from 
this great truth themſelves, are pleaſed to call that 
an error, which was taught by Moſes firſt, and af- 
terwards by Jeſus and his apoſtles. See Beauſobre 
Hiſt. de Manich, tom. ii. p. 517. where he * 
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never departed from the doctrine of 
the Divine Unity, but preſerved it pure 
and uncorrupt, whilſt they were ſuf- 
fered to remain in their own. coun- 
try ; and afterwards carried it along with 
them into other countries, where they 
were diſperſed. Theſe early jewiſh chri- 
ſtians, who were ſuch ſtrict Unitari- 
ans, might have been a means of keep- 
ing the heathens, that in ſuch great 
numbers were converted to the goſpel, 
ſteady in this moſt important article, if 
they had been upon good terms with 
each other. And this was a point 
which St. Paul had much at heart, and 
laboured moſt earneſtly to promote ; as 
every one muſt have obſerved who is 
acquainted with his hiſtory, and reads 
his epiſtles. 


E. What might it be that made the 


jewiſh and heathen converts not unite 


fo cordially with each other? 

A. The 
the famous Athanaſius, relating, ** that in the time 
of the apoſtles, the jews were in this error, and drew 
the gentiles into it; viz. that Chriſt is only a mere 
man, and not Cad; and that the ward was not fleſh ;”* 
meaning, we may ſuppoſe, by the laſt clauſe, that 
theſeearly jewiſh believers did not conſider the word, 
the logos, in the begining of John's goſpel, as a 
name of Chriſt, but an attribute of God himſelf. 
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A. The jewith chriſtians could not 
be brought to give up at once their old 
religious cuſtoms ; which is not to be 
wondered at, as they had had the ſanc- 
tion of divine authority for them, tho' 
that authority was ſuperſeded by the 
goſpel ; but they continued to obſerve 
diſtinctions of days, and meats, and the 0 
like, which unavoidably kept them at 
an unſocial diſtance from other chriſtians, 
who paid no regard to theſe things. And 
St. Paul, though he thought ſuch an 
attachment a weakneſs, yet did he not 
condemn it as ſinful in his countrymen, 
ſo long as they did not impoſe ſuch ob- 
ſervances on others, nor make them ne- 
ceſſary to ſalvation. 

E. Was there any thing elſe that 
kept them aſunder from each other ? 
A. The jewiſh chriftians being poor, 12 
through the troubles and diſtreſſes of 
their country, which ended in its utter 
deſtruction; and being alſo in general 
unſkilled in philoſophy and the learning 
ef the times, were too much deſpiſed 
and undervalued by the learned heathen 
converts, Who paid little regard to their 
ſentiments, and took the lead in every . 
thing. E. How 7 
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E. How high can you trace the be- 


gining of this corruption of the true 
doctrine concerning God and Chriſt ? 
A. The firſt appearance of it was in 
the very days of the apoſtles, and took 
its riſe from the heathen converts chief- 
ly, and ſome few perhaps of the jews 
mixed with them, who were tinctured 
with their learning and philoſophy. 

E. What might it be that gave im- 
mediate occaſion to their deviation from 
the doctrine of the ſcriptures congern- 
ing Jeſus Chriſt ? 

A. Certain philoſophical notions of 
theirs, mixed with vanity and worldly 
prejudices, made them unwilling to be- 
lieve, and aſhamed to own, that the 
founder of their religion was a mortal 
man, who ſuffered an ignominious and 
painful death upon a croſs : and there- 
fore they perſuaded themſelves, and main- 
tained, that he was not a man in reality, 
nor ſuffered in reality, but in appearance 
only. | | 

A: Where is there any mention made 
in the New Teſtament of this ſtrange 
perveriionof the truth concerning * ? 

| A. St. 
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A. St. Paul appears to have had a fore- 
ſightoftheſeerrors before they had grown 
to any great height, and gave faithful 
warning of them, in his frequent cau- 
tions concerning their ſubtle endleſs diſ- 
putes and ſpeculations of the platonic, 
or rather oriental philoſophy, relating 
to the Deity, and the differ rent ema- 
nations from him. Beware, (ſays he) 
Coloſſ. ii. 8, 9.) 4% any man ſpoil you 
through philoſopby and vain deceit, after 
tbe tradition of men, after the rudiments 
of the world, and not after Chrifl. For 
in bim dwelleth all the fulneſs of the 
godbead, (rather of the divine power) 
bodily. And 1 Tim. wi. 20, 21. O Ti- 
mothy, keep that which is committed to 
thy truſt, avoiding profane and vain bai- 
blings, and oppoſitions of ſcience, falje- 
ly jo called. Which ſome profeſſing, have 
erred concerning the faith. You will do 
well alſo to conſult 2 Tim. ii. 16, 17, 
Tit. iii. 9. But the apoſtle John lived to 
ſee theſe errors ſpring up, and bear much 
bitter fruit. It is the obvious main 
defign of his two firſt epiſtles, which 
were written when he was far advanced 
in years, to cenſure and bear teſtimony 


againſt certain chriſtians, who denied 
Fefus 
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Jeſus Chriſt to be (a) come in fleſh; f 
that is, would not allow Chriſt to have 


| been 


(a) The Manichean chriſtians, who fell into 
great errors, are known to have drank deep of this 
im particular; ſo as to have denied Chriſt to hzve 
had any human nature at all. Ambroſe, ſpeaking 
of theſe men, by way of reproof, ſays, cum Mani- 
chæus adoraverit, quem in carne veniſſe non credi- 
dit.” i. e. they worſhiped Chriſt, though they did 
not believe kim to have came in fleſh, to have been 
a man. This ſhews how the ancients underſtood 
the phraſe of Chriſt caming in fab; namely, of his 
being really a man. Sce Lardner's Credibility, 
part 2. vol. vi. p. 276. 


(5) Perhaps the apoſtle's words might be thus 
more properly given in engliſh; that theſe men 
did not confeſs, or denied, that Jeſus, who came in 
ficſh, was the Chriſt. For this, ſce a letter of Lim- 
borch to Mr. Locke, where he points out the miſ- 
take of the French tranſlation of 2 John vii. the 
ſame as in our own ; and that it ought not to be 
as in our preſent tranſlation ; many deceivers are 
entered into the worid, who confeſs not that Feſus 
Chrift is come in fleſh=--but uh confeſs not, that Fe 
who came in floſb, is the Chriſt : and he obſe Fes, 
that in like manner, the rendering of 1 John iv. 
2, 3. ſhould be altered. Locke's Works, vol. iv. 
p. 425. Biſhop of Carlifle's edition. 

There is a dificulty in coming at the exact mean- 
ing of theſe firſt innovators and corrupters of the 
true doctrine of thę tcriptures concerning Chriſt. 


We find that they ſeparated the Chriſt from Je- 
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been really a man; but one in appear- 
ance only. You cannot but perceive 
how offenſive ſuch a doctrine muſt be 
to the venerable apoſtle, who, in perfect 
agreement with the other apoſtles and 


evangeliſts, conſtantly ſpeaks of Chriſt as 
a man, liable to ſufferings and death, as 
others were ; and deſcribes the ill treat- 
ment and oppoſition he met with in the 
cauſe of divine truth, eſpecially the di- 
ſtreſs and pain he underwent, before and 
at the time of his death, as moſt griev- 
ous to him, and appointed by God, as 
for other ends, ſo particularly for the 


trial of his obedience : and his gn... 
ortitude, 


ſus, becauſe they would not have it ſuppoſed that 
the Chriſt was a man, which Jeſus confeſledly was. 
They ſeem to have thought that the Chriſt was an 
emanation of the Deity, the firſt begotten of the 
Father, who deſcended upon Jeſus at his baptiſm, 
when he wrought miracles, and declared the will 
of the unknown Father; and which afterwards 
continued to be united in Jeſus, but no farther than 
was neceſſary for the Tichargs of his great office; 
and that when his miniſtry was finiſhed, the Chrift 
being ſpiritual, and incapable of ſuffering, leſt 
him, and Jeſus was taken, and put to death on 
the croſs, and raiſed again to life. See Beauſobre, 
Hiſt. de Manich, p. 28.----and his notes on the 
epiſtle of St. John; and Lardner's Hift. of Here- 
tics, in Baſilides, Cerinthus, and Marcion ; a cu- 


rious, valuable work, unic in our language. 


** 
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fortitude, and reſignation under them, 
are mentioned as the things for which 
he was worthily exalted to honour by 
the ſupreme Father; and are continu- 
ally held forth as an example and en- 
couragement to his followers under their 
trials. As theſe great ends of the goſ- 
pel were wholly defeated by the ground- 
leſs conceit of theſe men concerning 
Chriſt, we cannot wonder to ſee the dii- 
ciple whom Jeſus ſnewed an eſpecial af- 
fection for, and who could not but 
be well acquainted with him, in his let- 
ter upon this ſubject, ſtriking abruptly, 
{a} all at once as it were into it, in the 
very begining ; and maintaining, by a 
variety of * and argu- 
ment, that he the moſt abſolute 
undeniable evidence, and conviction, 


that his Divine Maſter, the great Teacher 


of eternal life from God, was really a 
G man. 


(a) That which was from the begining, which 
we have heard, which aue bude ſeen with our eyes, which 
we have looked upon, and our hands bade handled of the 
word of life. For the life was manifeſted, and we d 


ſeen it, and bear witneſs, and ſhew unte you thut 


eternal life, which was with the Futher, and was man: - 


{ feſfted unto us. That which we have ſeen and hard, 


Se. 1 John i. 1, 2, 3. 7 


% 


| Rh ' The CATECHisT. 


man. 
ject again and again, in the courſe of this 
his firſt epiſtle, and alſo in the ſecond ; 


and through the whole ſhews himſelf 


exceedingly hurt and diſturbed, that he 
thould live to ſee any ſo obſtinate and 
:thameleſs as to call it in queſtion. 

E. I ſhould be glad to be informed, 
Artemon, if there be any collateral teſ- 
timony of ancient authors, to corrobo- 
rate this account which you give of St. 
John's deſign in writing theſe epiſtles; 
and which ſheys that theſe firſt chri- 
ſtians are juftly chargeable with fo groſs 
an error concerning Chriſt, as you here 
impute to them? 

A. There is ſcarcely any point in ſo 
remote antiquity, of which we are bet- 
ter aſſured. Ignatius, Irenzus, Jerom, 
Athanaſius, Epiphanius, Auguſtin, ſpeak 
of it very particularly, and condemn it. 
And the learned moderns, who have been 
moſt converſant in theſe matters, take 
notice of it ; Petavius, Cotelerius, Le 
Clerc, Tillotſon, Beauſobre, Lardner. 
Indeed it cannot be juſtly doubted, or de- 
nied. And whateverother antichriſt there 
may be in the world, the chief anti- 

chriſtian 


He afterwards takes up the ſub- 


3 
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chriſtian a/ error of thoſe early times, 
and that which is ſtigmatized as tuch 
by our apoſtle, was, the denying Chriſt to 
have been really a man, ſubjett to infirmi- 
ties, ſuffering, and death. 

E. What, I pray, was the farther pro- 
greſs of this corruption of the true doc- 
trine concerning Chriſt ? ; 

A. Such an immediate, open, and 


direct confutation and condemnation of 


it, by an apoſtle of Chriſt, ſeems to have 
given ſuch a check to it, that it died 
away of itſelf in the courſe of a few 
years; and we hear no more of any that 
were ſo abſurd as to maintain it. But the 
ſeeds of it, alas ! ſtill remained, and pro- 


duced the moſt laſting and fatal corrup- = 


tion of the true doctrine of the ferip- 


- tures concerning Chriſt, which continues 


wide ſpread to this day. For theſe 
learned heathen converts to chriſtiani- 
ty, were ſtill aſhamed of the croſs of 
Chriſt ; and not content with ſuch a Sa- 
viour as the ſcriptures held forth to them. 

"& And 


(a) Many deceivers are entered into the world, who 
confeſs not, that Feſus, who came in fleſh, is the 


brit. This is a decetver, and an ANTICHRIST. 
2 John 7. 
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© And therefore, as it was the doctrine of 
their ſchools, before they embraced the 
goſpel, that there was one ſupreme God 
over all, and Ja) a ſecond God, an in- 
ferior ſpirit, made by him, and his un- 
der-agent in creating the world ; they 
took 1t for granted, from ſome expreſ- 
fons of the goſpel ill underſtood, par- 
| ticularly 


(a) Juftin Martyr, in his ſecond apology, (Paris 
ec. 1615. p. 2, 93.) aſſerts that Mofes and Plato 
and the chriſtians, were all agreed about the crea- 
tion of the world by the word of God.“ And in the 
tame place he remarks, that Plato received from 
Moſes what he utters in his Timaus, concerning 
the Son of God, or the Power next to the Chief 
God;“ as he there terms it. A little before, in the 
fame work, he had faid, p. 74. The firſt power, 
next after God, the Father, and ſovereign Lord 
of all, is the word and Son; but in what man- 
ner being made fleſh, he became a man, I ſhall 
thew hereafter.” How much better would it have. 
deen if this worthy man had abſtained from blend- 
ing Plato's philoſophy with the goſpel ; and inſtead 
of, maintaining that a mighty pre-exiſtent Spirit, 
next to God, and the ſubo;dinate creator of all 
things, was born of the virgin Mary, in the ſtate 
of an helpleſs infant ; had contented himſelf with 
what was the obvious meaning of the ſcriptures. 
on this head, viz. that.by the holy Spirit, or mira- 
culous power of God, Chriſt was produced and 
born of Mary, a virgin, out of the ordinary- 
courſe of generation, as Adam was firſt created by 


the ſame power, 
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ticularly in the entrance of St. John's 
goſpet, that Jeſus was the ſecond God 
of their philoſophy, who took fleſh of 
the virgin Mary, and became a man: 
And from this, they went on to aſſert; 
that it was he that made the world, a 
who appeared to the patriarchs, and to 
Moſes, and who was the oſtenſible and 
acting God and governor of the nation 
of Iſrael; whilſt the ſupreme God lived 
retired, and was always inviſible. This 
was the capital miſtake which that good 
man, and ingenious writer, Juſtin Martin. 
fell into; who embraced chriftianity 
about twelve years after the death of the 
apoſtle John. Though a native of Pale- 
ftine he was totally ignorant of the he- 
brew language; and nevertheleſs pre- 
fumed to put his own ſenſe upon the 
hebrew ſcriptures, and that intirely dif- 
ferent from what any jew. before had 
ever eſpouſed, and to which Chriſt and 
his apoſtles appear to have been utter 
| G 3 ſtrangers. 


ta) This moſt ſtrange doctrine of Chriſt 
being the agent Dory of the Old World, is 
conſidered at large, in ch. vi. of A Sequel to the 
2 2 on feſigning the Vicarage of Catte- 
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ſtrangers. Unhappily, having been bred” 
a philoſopher, and inveloped in hea- 
then darkneſs, he could not ſhake off his 
former opinions and. prejudices, but 
grafted them upon his new religion, and 
bas mifled many wiſer and more able 
men than himſelf, in all ages to the 
preſent. But this error concerning Chriſt 
did not ſtop here. Theſe heathen con- 
verts to chriſtianity, went on afterwards. 
deviating more and more from the doc- 
trine of the holy ſcriptures in this mat- 
ter ; till, at length, it came to be eſta- 
bliſhed az the council of Nice, in the 
year 325, under the ſanction of impe- 
rial authority; (an authority however 
of no. value in the things of religion) 
that Jeſus Chriſt was very God, one 
ſubſtance with the Father, and the per 
ion by whom all things were made. 


INQUIRY XV. 


Ny ſuch early and laſting corruptions of 
| the goſpel have been permitted. 

Z. L Xcufe me, I beg, if I detairr you 
one moment longer. Theſe cor- 
auptions of our holy religion, of which 
your 
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you have been fpeaking, with others of 
the like ſort, are thonght by many te 


bear hard againſt it, as if a ſyſtem ſo 
imperfect, fo ſoon abuſed, and to inade- 
quate to the reformation of mankind, 
could not come from God. You will 
do me a ſingular kindneſs by favouring 
me with your ſentiments. on this intri- 
cate point. 

A. Depend upon it, Euſebes, theſe 
are objections that ſpring only from our 
ignorance. We do not enough conſider 
how lately we were brought into heing, 
and what unfiniſhed creatures we are,. 
to whom this divine revelation is made; 
and we pronounce too haſtily concern- 
ing the deſigns of God in it, all whith. 
may be anſwered, and be moſt worthy 
of him, though far ſhort of our expecta- 
tions. All that can. rightly be called 
the goſpel of Chriſt, the way to eternal 
life, is a plain intelligible doctrine. Yet 
at firſt, and in all times fince, having 
been delivered to and received by men 
with a thouſand wrong habits and ways 
of thinking on divine ſubjects rivetted. 
in them, theſe would unavoidably mix 
themſelves with their new 3 


4 
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and deprave it more or leſs, without 
tome extraordinary inter poſition to pre- 
vent it, and to give a new caſt to their 
minds : which did not take place, nor 
were there any grounds to expect it. 
Som. alſo would be found, who out of 
intereſted, and other unworthy motives, 
would ſet themſelves to lower and de- 
baſe the purity of this heavenly inſtitu- 
tion. Here then were ſome very natu- 
ral impediments in its way, which were 
bkely to obſtruct its progreſs and good 
effects. And it is a fatisfaction. to ob- 
ſerve, that theſe offences. and obſta- 
cles to the truth, were foretold in the 
_ chriſtian. ſcriptures in a very particular 
manner, and the faithful ſervants of 
God forewarned and inſtructed what part 
they were to act in ſuch ſeaſons of pre- 
vailing degeneracy and corruption. So 
that as you are fully convinced, as 
every fair unprejudiced inquirer will be, 
that Jeſus was 4 Teacher (John iii. 2. ) 
come from God, that is, who ſpoke and 
acted by a divine authority; and that 
we have his meſſage and inſtructions to- 
men, faithfully recorded and preſerved : 
You necd not be diſturbed about _ 
tc 


w, 
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fate and reception in the world. It is 
the cauſe of God, and he will ſee to it. 

But we cannot be contented with 
God's way, and methods with us, and. 
to wait his time. We are for having per- 
fection immediately to be beſtowed upon 
ourſelves; happineſs without mixture of 
pain; knowledge without error. And 
fome will preſume to blame, that ſo much 
perplexity, pain, and evil is admitted in- 
to his works, as if they had more com- 
paſſion and goodneſs than the kind Cre- 
ator and Father of all. But we ſhould 
remember, that this life is but the be- 
gining of our exiſtence; and that our 
Maker's benevolent plan and purpoſe 
for us reaches through all time; is 
not merely to confer preſent happineſs, 
although this abounds amongſt man- 
kind; but that which is to laſt for 
ever. And if the avenue that leads to 
it, be at times dark and uncomfortable, 
we may not doubt but that it was fo 
contrived with the kindeſt defign, be- 
cauſe Infinite Wiſdom ſaw that it would 
tend to our greater virtuous improve- 
ment, and final felicity. His watchful 
providence we ſee continually at wells 
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and producing an increaſe and overflow of 
from thoſe very corruptions of true 
religion, of which you complain. For 
the perverſion and abuſe of the Scrip- 

tures has excited inquiry, and the ſtudy of 
thoſe invaluable writings : which other 
wiſe might have been wholly neglected; 
and we in theſe latter ages might have been 
deprived of many advantages for the bet- 
ter underſtanding and defence of them, 
which we now enjoy. A conviction alſo 
of the weakneſs, ignorance, and fallibili- 
ty of our nature, which always cleaves to 
us in the midſt of our reſearches into the 
word and will of God, makes us more for- 
bearing and equitable towards thoſe that 
diſſent from us, and tends to beget in 
us a ſpirit of juſt humility and teacha- 
bleneſs; which are qualities and diſ- 
poſitions of much more conſequence to 
our future happineſs and progreſſive im- 
provements, than the moſt accurate ex- 
tenſive knowlege which we could lay 
in here. And perhaps that prevailing 
love, preference, and regard for God, for 
truth and righteouſneſs above all other 
things, by which alone we can be fix- 
xd in complete and permanent happi- 
| nels, 
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neſs, could only be generated in us, by 
the obſtacles, difficulties, temptations, 
and ſufferings, which we have to en- 
counter with, and to overcome in our 
way to attain it, in this our probation- 
ary ſtate. That ſympathy and bene- 
volent concern for the virtuous attain- 
ments and final happineſs of our fellow- 
creatures, which will likewiſe make one 
of the chief ingredients of our on bliſs 
in the heavenly ſtate, could not, it may be, 
have been ſo effectually produced in us, 
if we had not been ſo connected together, 
and dependent on each other here for our 
future, as well as preſent welfare. But 
this divine conſtitution of things under 
which we are placed, where it is not ſeri- 
ouſly attended to, becomes the ſource of 
great errors and much evil. If you take 
no pains to inſtruct thoſe who belong to 
and depend upon you, they muſt want 
the means of virtuous improvement here, 
and ſuffer hereafter by your neglect. 
And if you now, Euſebes, who declare 
| yourſelf to be convinced that there is but 
one God and Father of all, ſhould go 
on to acknowlege and worſhip other 
Perſons as Gods, Jeſus, and the holy 

Spirit 5 
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Spirit ; your better knowlege is given 
you in vain. Others are not benefited 
by it, as they ought to be. You miſ- 
lead thoſe who are made to look up to 
you for guidance and inſtruction : for 
which you will be accountable. 

+ I thank you, Artemon, for the friend- 
ly hint in your concluſion. I ſhall en- 
deavour to profit by it. But I muſt 
crave your kind aſſiſtance at ſome fu- 
ture opportunity, to ſtate and confider 


this matter of religious worſhip at full 


length. For ſome, you know, who do 
not allow Jeſus Chriſt to be God ; who 
hold him only to be a man inveſted with 
extraordinary divine powers, do yet con- 
tend that he ought to be invoked in 
prayer, and worſhiped. And I would 
willingly have no doubts upon a point 
of ſuch moment left upon my mind. 


. THE END OF THE FIRST PART. 


